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Monday
September 17, 1979

Highlights

53711 United Nations Day, 1979, Presidential
proclamation

53713 Disaster Relief for Hurricane Victims in the
Carlbhean Presidential determination

53866 Guaranteed Student Loan HEW/OE publishes
final rules in order to implement changes in program
operations (Parl II of this 1ssue)

53785 Radiation EPA reviews existing Federal protection
gudelines for limiting exposure of workers

53924 Freedom of Information FEC proposes rules to
wmplement the Act; comments by 10~17-79 (Part III
of this 1ssue)

53924 Federal Elections FEC proposes to set forth
procedures to implement public access provisions
under the Campaign Act of 1971; comments by
10-17-79 (Part 11 of this 1ssue) 2

53739 Highway and Street Work Zones DOT/FHWA
amends existing rules to require more strningent
control measures to reduce the incidence of
accidents; effective 9-17-79; comments by 11-16-79

CONTINUED INSIDE
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54011

53848

53866
53924
53928
54002
54011
54014
54024

Airplanes DOT/FAA adopts a new Special
Federal Aviation Regulation which prescribes
additional awworthiness standards; effective
10-17-79

National Forest System USDA/FS issues final
rules to gmde land and resource management
planning; effective 10~17-79 (Part IV of this issue)

Securities SEC proposes to permit open-end
management mvestment companies to bear
expenses associated with the distribution of thelr
shares under certan conditions; comments by
12-7-79 (Part VII of this issue}

Watches and Watch Movements Treasury/
Customs contemplates changing duty-free treatment
practice

Insurance USDA/FCIC seeks comments for the
compiling of data for the study of various crops

Postal Services FCC publishes notice on
electronic computer ongimnated mail

State Implementation Plans EPA solicits
comments on approvals

Captive-Bred Wildlifé Interior/FWS grants
permussion for certain otherwise prohibited
activities 1n order to enhance propagation (Part V of
this 1s51€)

Hawaii Tree Snail Interior/FWS reviews status to
determine if endangered on threatened status is
apprt;pmate: comments by 11-16-79 (Part VI of this
18sue

Sunshine Act Meetings
Separate Parts of This Issue

Part Il, HEW/OE

Part I, FEC

Part IV, USDA/FS
Part V, Interior/FWS
Part VI, Interior/FWS
Part ViI, SEC

Part Vili, EEOC
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Agricultural Marketing Service
RULES
Milk marketing orders:
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Peaches grown m Colo.
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Stockyards; posting and deposting
Bloomngton Sale Barn, Inc., et al.
Hugh Watson Stockyard, Ga., et al.

Agnculture Department
See Agnicultural Marketing Service; Federal Crop
Insurance Corporation; Forest Service.

Antitrust Division
NOTICES
Competitive unpact statement and proposed
consernt judgments:
Black Millwork Co., Inc., et al.
Cli:y Linen, Coat & Apron Supply Service, Inc,, et
al.

Civil Aeronautics Board
NOTICES
Hearings, efc..
Former large 1rregular air service investigation

Coast Guard
RULES
Safety zones:
Chesapeake Bay, Cove Pomnt, Md.
NOTICES
Meetings:
National Boating Safety Adwisory Council

Commerce Department
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Power Management, Inc.

Education Office
RULES
Guaranteed student loan program

Energy Department
See Economuc Regulatory Admimstration; Federal
Energy Regulatory Commussion.

Environmental Protection Agency
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Air quality implementation plans; delayed
compliance orders:
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areas; supplement {o general preamble
NOTICES
Aunr quality inplementation plans; approval and
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(PSD); final determinations
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Radiation protection gwidance for occupational
exposures; proposed recommendations and
hearings
Water quality standards; navigable waters of North
Carolina
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Airworthiness directives:
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53735 Control zones Endangered and threatened species:
53737 _Control zones and transition areas 54002  Captive wildlife regulations
53738 Jet routes; correction PROPOSED RULES
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e {
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_Arrworthiness directives: : 3{:? Service
53754 McDonnell Douglas
53755 Pacific Scxentifi% Co. 53928 National Forest System land and resource
53757 Transition areas management planning
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Meetilr)lgs: P y P 53765  George Washington National Forest,-Va, and W
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53771 New England Power Co. Interstate Commerce Comnussion
53772 Pacific Gas & Electric Co. et al, RULES ~
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i Motor carriers:
Federal Highway Administration 53836 Fuel costs; expedited procedures for recovery
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separation of opposing traffic; emergency rule 53336  -Kansas
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See Antitrust Division.
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Applications, etc..
New Mexico
Environmental statements; availability, etc.:
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Colorado; correction
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Maritime Admunistration
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Applications, etc..
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National Credit Union Administration
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Meetings; Sunshine Act
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Allergy & Immunology study section et al.
Cancer Institute, National; advisory commitlees
Commuucative Disorders Review Committee
General Medical Sciences National Advisory
Council
National Cancer Advisory Board

National Science Foundation

NOTICES

Meetings:
Environmental Biology Advisory Committee
Mathematical and Computer Sciences Advisory
Committee
Physiology, Cellular, and Molecular Biology
Adwisory Committee

Navajo and Hopi Indian Relocation Commussion
PROPOSED RULES

Operations and relocation procedures; hearings;
grievance procedures

Parole Commuission
NOTICES
Meetings; Sunshine Act (3 documents)

Public Health Service

NOTICES

Health maintenance organizations, qualified; list (3
documents)

Reclamation Bureau

NOTICES

Contract negotiations:
Central Nebraska Public Power and Irngation
District, Nebr.
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54014
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53827
53828
53829
53830
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63831

53832

53834
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53814
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Pick-Sloan Missour1 Basin Program, S. Dak.

Environmental stalements; availability, ete.:
Ventura County Water Management Project,
Calif.

Securities and Exchange Commission
PROPOSED RULES
Investment compames, open-end managment;
bearing of distribution expenses by mutual funds
NOTICES
Hearings, etc..

Data Documents, Inc.

Pioneer Food Industnes, Inc.

Price Waterhouse & Co.

Salomon Brothers Profit Sharing Plan

Sambo's Restaurants, Inc. -

Selected Money Market Fund, Inc.
Self-regulatory orgamzations; proposed rule
changes:

American Stock Exchange, Inc.

Qptions Clearing Corp.

Small Business Administration
NOTICES
Applications, etc.:

Northland Capital Corp.

State Department

NOTICES

Fishing permits, applications:
Korea

Meetings:
Shipping Coordinating Committee

Surface Mining Office
RULES
Surface coal mining and reclamation enforcement
operations:
Permanent regulatory program; recordkeeping
and reporting requirements; GAO approval
NOTICES
Coal mining and reclamation plans:
Glenrock Coal Co.
State programs:
Texas

Tennessee Valley Authority
NOTICES
Meetings; Sunshine Act

Transportation Department
See Goast Guard; Federal Aviation Admimistration;
Federal Highway Admimstration
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See Customs Service.

Veterans Administration
NOTICES
Meetings:
Medical Research Service Merit Review Boards
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MEETINGS ANNOUNCED IN THIS ISSUE

DEFENSE: DEPARTMENT.
Office of the Secretary—
53769 DOD Adwvisory Group on Electron Devices, 10-4-79

HEALTH, EDUCATION, AND WELFARE DEPARTMENT
National Institutes.of Health—

63801 Board of Scientific: Counselors, Division of Cancer
Biology and Diagnos:s, National Cancer Institute,
11~16 and 11~17-79

53803 Commumcative Disorders Review Committee,
10-25 through 10-27-79

53801 National Advisory General:Medical Sciences
Council, 10-24 and 10-25-79

53801 National Cancer-Advisory Board and its.
Subcommittees; 10-2 through 10-5-79

53800 Research Grants Division, Study Sections, October
and November meetings- -~

INTERIOR DEPARTMENT
Bureau of Land Management-—

53806 Utah, White River Dam Project Environmental
Impact Statement, 10~17 and 10-18-79

NATIONAL SCIENCE FOUNDATION

53822 Subcommittee on Mathematical Sciences of the
Advisory Committee for Mathematical: and
Computer Sciences; 10-5 and. 10-6-79- ™

STATE DEPARTMENT
53834 Shipping/Coordinating Committee, Committee on:
Ocean Dumping, 10-10-79

TRANSPORTATION DEPARTMENT
Coast Guard—

53834 National Boating Safety Advisory Council, 10-9
and.10-10-79
Federal Aviation. Administration—

53835 Radio Technical Commussion for Aeronautics
(RTCA) Special: Committee 143-—Ground Based
Automated Weather Observation Equipment,
10-10-79

VETERANS ADMINISTRATION
53835 Medical Research. Service Merit Review Boards,
October and November Meetings

HEARING

ENERGY. DEPARTMENT
Federal Energy Regulatory. Commission—

53759 Procedures Governing Applications for Special
Relief Under the Natural. Gas-Policy: Act. 9-26-79
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" Presidential Documents

Title 3—

The President

Proclamation 4684 of September 13, 1979

United Nations Day, 1979

By the President of the United States of America

A Proclamation

Thirty-four years after its founding “to save succeeding generations of man-
kind from the scourge of war”, the United Nations remains mankind’s last best
hope for building a world community based on justice, tolerance for diversity
and respect for the rule of law. :

The United Nations has no magic formula for solving the increasingly complex
problems of our revolutionary age. Yet it remains the symbol, and the stand-
ard, of mankind's desire to turn away from ancient quarrels and live in a
world in which all peoples can share in the fruits of prosperity and peace.

More than ever, the international community is challenged by problems of
global dimension which can be solved only through world-wide cooperation
and dialogue. The 100 new nations which have joined the United Nations
since its founding are a symbol of the increasingly complex and diverse world
which the United Nations confronts today.

Protecting international peace and security is still the United Nations’ greatest
contribution and responsibility, but that political stability is only the precondi-
tion for fulfilling the larger aspirations of mankind. For all its imperfections,
the United Nations remains the principal forum for the pivotal dialogue among
the nations of the world on constructing a more stable, equitable, and produc-
tive economic order. It plays a leading réle in the global management and
allocation of vital natural resources. It offers an increasingly important chan-
nel for providing development assistance to many nations in the world. It
offers a forum, and often a timely and effective mechanism for protecting
basic human rights. The leadership of the United Nations in responding to the
present refugee crisis, and the recent Geneva Meeting on that problem,
represents one of the proudest examples of that world body’s ability to
harness world cooperation in the cause of human dignity.

The United States has historically been one of the United Nations’ most active
and dedicated supporters, and I have been proud to continue and expand on
that support as President. Not a single day goes by when we in the United
States do not call upon the United Nations, or one of its affiliates, to help deal
with a problem of global dimensions. I join with many other Americans and
citizens of all nations in expressing my sincere support for this unique world
body on the thirty-fourth anniversary of its founding. .

NOW, THEREFORE, I, JIMMY CARTER, President of the United States of
America, do hereby designate Wednesday, October 24, 1979, as United Na-
tions Day. I urge all Americans to use this day as an opportunity to better

" acquaint themselves with the activities and accomplishments of the United

Nations. x

I have appointed O. Pendleton Thomas to serve as 1979 United States
National Chairman for United Nations Day, and the United Nations Associ-
ation of the U.S.A. to work with him in celebrating this very special day. And I
invite all the American people, and people everywhere, to join me on this
thirty-fourth anniversary of the United Nations, in strengthening our common
resolve to increase its effectiveness in meeting the global challenges and
aspirations that we all share.
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-

[FR Doc. 79-28871
Filed 9-13-79; 3:07 pm]
Billing code 3195-01-M

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, I have hereurito set my hand this thirteenth day of
September, in the year of our Lord nineteen hundred and seventy-nine, and of
the Independence of the United States of America, the two hundred and

f()_l{rth.)"_' .

P P -
L te
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{FR Doe. 79-28922
Filed 9-13-79; 4:28 pm]

Billing code 3195-01-M

Presidential Documents

Presidential Determination No. 79-15 of September 13, 1979

Determination Under Section 610(a) of the Foreign Assistance
Act of 1961, as Amended, to Transfer Up to $4.8 Million to
the International Disaster Assistance Account

Memorandum for the Administrator, Agency for International Development

Pursuant to the authority vested in me by Section 610(a) of the Foreign
Assistance Act of 1961, as amended (the “Act”), I hereby determine that it is
neeessary for purposes of the Act that up to $4.8 million appropriated under
Sections 495, 531, 552 and 667 of the Act be transferred to, and consolidated
with, appropriations made under Section 491 of the Act, subject to the
limitation that funds so transferred shall be available only to provide assist-
ance for the relief of the victims of Hurricane David in the Caribbean. I hereby
authorize such transfer and consolidation.

You are requested on my behalf to give prompt notice of this determination,
pursuant to Section 652 of the Act and Section 115 of the Foreign Assistance
and Related Programs Appropriations Act, 1979, to the Committee on Foreign
Relations and the Commitlee on Appropriations of the Senate and to the
Speaker of the House of Representatives and the Committee on Appropri-
ations of the House of Representatives.

This determination shall be effective on September 14, 1979, and shall be
published in the Federal Register.

o, (oA,
“THE WHITE HOUSE, ’d””7 2 -

Washington, September 13, 1979,
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Billing code 3195-01-M

Presidential Documents -

Correction

Presidential Determination No. 78-14 of August 24, 1979

Refugee Assistance for Indochina

The file line for the Presidential Determination 79-14, appearing at page 53485

in the Federal Register issue of September 14, 1979, was incorrect. The correct
file line is [FR Doc. 79-28761 Filed 9-12-79; 3:17 pm].
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DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE
Agricultural Marketing Service
7 CFR Part 919

Peaches Grown in Mesa County,
Colorado; Expenses and Rate of
Assessment

AGENCY: Agricultural Markeéting Service,
USDA.

ACTION: Final rule.

SUMMARY: This regulation authorizes
expenses and a rate of assessment for
the 19-month period beginning
December 1, 1978, and extending
through June 30, 1980, under the Federal
marketing order covering peaches grown
in Mesa County, Colorado.

DATES: Effective December 1, 1978,
through june 30, 1980.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Malvin E. McGaha, (202} 447-5975.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: Findings.
This regulation is issued under the
marketing agreement, as amended, and
Order No. 919, as amended (7 CFR Part
919}, regulating the handling of peaches
grown in Mesa County, Colorado. The
agreement and order are effective under
the Agricultural Marketing Agreement
Act of 1937, as amended (7 U.S.C. 601~
674). Recently, the fiscal period under
the order was changed from December-—
November to July-June. This action
would authorize budget expenses for the
new fiscal period as well as for the 7-
month transitional period December 1,
1978-June 30, 1979. Based on the
recommendations and information
submitted by the committee, established
under the marketing order, and upon
other information, it is found that the

- expenses and rate of assessment, as

B

hereafter provided, will tend to
effectuate the declared policy of the act.
Further, in accordance with
procedures in Executive Order 12044,
the emergency nature of this regulation
warrants publication without
opportunity for further public comment.
The regulation has not been classified
significant under USDA criteria for
implementing the Executive Order. An

" Impact Analysis is available from

Malvin E. McGaha, 202-447-5975.

§919.218 Expenses and rate of
assessment.

(a) Expenses. Expenses that are
reasonable and likely to be incurred by
the Administrative Committee during
the period December 1, 1978, through
June 30, 1980, will amount to $1,584.

(b) Rate of assessment. The rate of
assessment for the fiscal period, payable
by each handler in accordance with
§ 91941, is fixed at $0.01810 per cwt. of
peaches.

It is further found that it is
impracticable and contrary to the public
interest to give preliminary notice,
engage in public rulemaking and
postpone the effective date until 30 days
after publication in the Federal Register
(5 U.S.C. 553), as the order requires that
the rate of assessment for a particular
fiscal period shall apply to all
assessable peaches handled from the
beginning of such period which began
December 1, 1978. To enable the
committee to meet fiscal obligations
which are now accruing, approval of the
expenses and assessment rate are
necessary without delay. Handlers and
other interested persons were given an
opportunity to submit information and
views on the expenses and assessment

_rate at an open meeting of the
committee. It is necessary to effectuate
the declared purposes of the act to make
these provisions effective as specified.
(Secs. 1-19, 48 Stal. 31, as amended: (7 U.S.C.
601-674).)

Dated: September 11, 1979.

D. S. Kuryloski,

Deputy Director, Fruit end Vegelable

Division, Agricultural Markeling Service.
[FR Doc. 56-28740 Filed 8-14-78; 8:45 am)
BILLING CODE 3410-02-M

7 CFR Part 1011
[Milk Order No. 11; Docket No. AO-251-
A21)

Milk in the Tennessee Valley Marketing
Area; Order Amending Order

AGENCY: Agricultural Marketing Service,
USDA.
ACTION: Final rule.

SUMBARY: This document amends the
pooling standards for supply plants
based on industry proposals considered
at a public hearing on September 13,
1978. The amendments allow a pool
supply plant to meet its shipping
requirements through both transfers and
diversions of milk from the supply plant
to pool distributing plants rather than
just through transfers. However, no
more than half of the required shipments
could be by diversions. The changes
permit milk to be moved more efficiently
from farms to distributing plants for
fluid use.

Initially, the issuance of the proposed
amended order was not approved by the
required two-thirds of the producers
who voted in the referendum.
Maintaining that the present order,
absent the proposed changes, would not
carry out the applicable statutory
authority, the Department than proposed
that the order be terminated. After
considering comments filed in response
to a notice of proposed termination, an
order was issued to terminate the
present order on September 30, 1979.
Subsequently, more than two-thirds of
the producers in the market Indicated
that they favor the issuance of the
amended order. Thus, the scheduled
termination of the present order is being
revoked.

EFFECTIVE DATE: October 1, 1979.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Richard A. Glandt, Marketing Specialist,
Dairy Division, Agricultural Marketing
Service, U.S. Department of Agriculture,
Washington, D.C. 20250, (202) 447-4829.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: Prior
documents in this proceeding:

Notice of Hearing—Issued Augnst 23, 1978;
published August 28, 1978 (43 FR 38412).

Recommended Decision—Issued Januvary
18, 1)979: published January 23, 1979 (44 FR
4696).

Extension of Time for Filing Exceptions—
Issued February 9, 1979; published February
15,1979 {44 FR 9761).

Final Decision—Issued April 23, 1975;
published April 26, 1979 {44 FR 24563).
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Referendum Order—Issued May 21.1979; -
published May 25, 1979 (44 FR 30353).

Notice Proposing Termination of the
Order—1Issued June 20, 1979; published June
26, 1979 (44 FR 37232). .

. Termination of the Order~—Issued August 3,
1979; published August 9, 1979 (44 FR46227].

Findings and Determinations:

The findings and determinations
hereinafter set forth- supplement those
that were made when: the order was first
issued and when it was amended. The
previous findings and determinations
are hereby ratified and confirmed,
except where they may conflict with.
those set forth below. - )

(a) Findings upon the basis of the
hearing record, Pursuant to the
provisions of the Agricultural Marketitig
Agreement Act of 1937, as amended (7
U.S.C. 601 et seq.), and the applicable
rules of practice and procedure
governing the formulatior of marketing
agreements and marketing orders (7 CFR

* Part 900}, a public hearing was held
upon certain proposed amendments fo
the tentative marketing agreement and

* to the order regulating the handling of
milk in the Tennessee Valley marketing
area. , .

Upon the basis of the evidence;

introduced af such hearing and'the

record thereof; it is found that: ,

(1) The said order as hereby amended.
and all of the terms and condiltions
thereof, will fend to effectuate the:
declared policy of the Act;

(2) The parity prices of milk, as ]
determined pursuant fa section 2 of the

Act, are not reasonable in view of the = .

price of feeds, available supplies of
feeds, and other econontic conditions

which affect market supply and demand -

for milk in the said:marketing-area, and
the minimum prices specified in the
order as hereby amended, are such
prices as will reflect the aforesaid
factors, insure a.sufficient quantity of
pure and wholesome milk, and be in. the
public interest; and )

(3) The said order as hereby amended.
regulates the handling of milk fn the
same manner as, and is applicable only
to persons in the respective classes of
indusfrial or commerical activity o
specified fir, a marketing agreement -
upon which a hearing has beemn keld.

(b) Additional findings. It is necessary
in the public interest to make this.ordex
amending the order effective nat later -
than October 1, 1979: Any delay beyond
that date:would tend to disrupt the
orderly marketing of milk-in the
marketing area. o

The provisions of this order are-
known to handlers. The recommended.
decision of the Acting Deputy -
Administrator, Marketing Program _

¢

Operiltions. was issued January 18, 1979,
and the decision of the Deputy Assistant

" Secretary containing all amendment

provisions of this order was issued April
28, 1979. Thus, affected parties have had
ample notice of the changes in.the
amended order: Fhe changes.effected.by
this order will not require extensive:
preparation: or substantial alteration.in
method of operation. for handless. In.
view of the foregoing,.itis hereby found
and: determined: that good cause-exists.
for making this order amending the
order effective Octaber 1, 1979, and that
it would be contrary to-the public
interest to.delay the effective date of .
this amendment for 30 days afterits:

publication in the Federal Register. (Sec. -

533(d), Administrative:Procedure Act. 5
U.S8.C. 551-559).
(c) Determinations. 1t is hereby

* determined: that: ;

(1)} The refusak or failure of handlers
(excluding caoperative: associations
specified:in Sec. 8c(9) of the Act} of
more than 50 percent of the milk; which
is mazketed within the marketing area,
to sign: a proposed marketing agreement,

. tends to prevent the effectuation of the:

declared policy of the Act;’

{2) The issuance of this order.
amending the order, is the only practical
means pursuant fo the declared policy of
the Act of‘advancing the interests of

. producers.as defined in the order as-

hereby amended; and )

* (8) Areferendum was.conducted
among producers who during the.
determined representative period
(February 1979] were engaged in the
production of milk for sale in the said’
marketing area to defermine whether
they approved or favored issuance of
this order amending the order. Less than
two-thirds of the producers participating

 in the referendum favored issuance of

this amending order. -
Subsequent to the referendum;
sufficient producers have expressed
approval of issuance of the amending
order o warrant the défermination that
the issuance of this order amending the
order is approved or favored by af Jeast
two-thirds of the producers who during
the determined representative period
{February 1979) were engaged in the
production of milk for sale ir the said

" marketing area and such determination

is hereby made. ,
In view of the-above determination,.
the order terminating the Tennessee
Valley milk order at midnight,
September 30, 1979, which was issued

~ August 3, 1979 (44 FR 46777), is hereby

revoked upon publication of this
document in the Federal Register.

-

A

Order Relative to Handling

It is therefore ordered, That on and
after the effective date hereof, the
handling of milk in the Tennessee
Valley marketing area shall be in
conformity to-and in compliance with
the terms and conditions of the
aforesaid order, as amended, and as
hereby further amended, asfollows:

T, I § 1011.7, paragraphs (b} and (d) ‘
are revised to read as follows:

§ 1011.7 Poolplant.

» » * » L

(b) A plant, other than a plant
described in paragraph (a) of this
section, from which not less than 50
percent of the total quantity of miltk
approved by & duly constituted
regulatory agency for fluid consumption
that is physically received from dairy
farmers (except by diversion fronr othes
plants) and handlers described in
§ 1011.9(c) at such plantor diverted
therefrom pursuant to § 1011.13 during
the month is shipped from such plant as
fuid milk products, except filled milk to
pool plants pursuant to paragraph (a} of
this section. The operator of such a plant:
may include milk diverted pursuant to
§10%3.13(c) from such plant to-plants
described-im paragraph (a), of this
section: as qualifying shipments in.
meeting up to one-half of the shipping -

. percentage spectified in thig paragraph.

x - - »

(d) A plant Iocated in the marketing
area that is operated by a cooperative
association if pool plant status. under
this paragraph is requested for such:
plant by the cooperative association and
during the month 60 percent or more of
the producer milk of members of such
cooperative association, excluding such
milk that is received at or diverted from
pool plants described i paragraph (b} of
this section but including milk delivered
by such cooperative as a handler

~ described i § 1011.9(c}, is delivered

)

directly from their farms to pool plants
described in paragraph (a) of this
sectiom or is transferred to such plants
as a bulk ffuid milk product from the
plant of the cooperative association,
subject to the following conditions:

(1) The plant does not qualify as a

‘ pool plant under paragraph (a), (b] or (c)

of this section or under the provisions of
another Federal order applicable to &’
distributing plant or a supply plant; and

(2) The plant is approved by a duly
constituted regulatory agency to-handle
milk for fluid consumption.

* * x * ]

2.In § 1011.8, paragraphs (b) and (c)
are revised to read as follows:
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§ 10¥1.9 Handler.

(b} A cooperative assaciation with- -
respect to milk of praducers diverted to
nonpoot plants for the account of suck
association pursuant {o- § 1011.13,
excluding the milk of producers diverted
by the assuciation as a kandler pursuant
to paragraph (a) of this section;

{cF Any cooperative association with
respect to milk, exchrding the milk of
producers diverted ta pool plants by the
association as a lrandler pursuant to
paragraph fa) of this secfion, that it
receives for its account from the farm of’
a producer for delivery to a poof plant of
another handler, in a tank truck owned
and operated by, or under the control of,
such cooperative assaciation, unless:
both the cooperative association and the
operator of the pool plant notify the:’
market administrafor prior to the time
that suclr milk is: delivered to the pool
plant that the plant operator will be the
bandler of such milk and will purchase
such milk on the basis:of weights
determined fronr ifs measurement at the:
farmy and butferfat tests determined from
farm bulk tank samples. Milk for which
thre: cooperative association is the
handler pursuant to this paragraph. shall
be deemed to have been received by the
cooperative association at the location
of the pool plant to which such milk is
deli =

* * * * -

3. Sectionr 1011.13 is-revised to read as
follows:

§ 101113 Producer milk.

. “Producer milk” means the skinx milk
and butterfat contained in milk of a
producer thatis:

fa} Received at a pool plant directly
from sach producer by the operator of
the plant. excluding such milk that is-
diverted from another pool plant;

{b) Received by a handler described
in § 1011.9(c}; or

(c) Diverted fram a pool plant for the
account of the handler operating such
plant to another pool plant or diverted
from a pool plant to a nonpool plant
{other tiran a producer-handler plant) for
the account of the handler operating
such poo!l plant or for the-account of a
handler described in § 1011.9(b}. subject
to the following conditions:

(1) A producer’s mitk may be diverted
to another pool plantwithout limit ir
any month, and may be diverted to a
nonpool plant without Iimit during any
montir of April through July;

{2) In any month of Angust through
March, & producer’s milk shall not be
eligible for diversion te a nonpaal plant
unless at least two days' production.
from such producer is physically

received at & pool plant during the
month;

(3} I any monttr of August through
March, the total quantity of milk
diverted to nonpool plants during the
month by a cooperative association
shall not exceed one-third of the
producer milk that the cooperative
association ¢aused to be delivered to.
and is physically received at; pool
plants during the-month;

(4) The operator of a pool plant that is:
not & cooperative association may divert
any milk that is:not under the control of.
a cooperative association that diverts
milk during the month pursuant to
paragraph (c){3) of this section. Imany
month of Auguost through March, the
total quantity of milk so diverted to
nonpool plants shall not exceed one-
third of the milk that is physically
received at pool plants as:producer milk
for which the plant operator is the
handler;

(5) Any milk diverted to nonpaol
plants irr excess of the limits:prescribed
in paragraph (¢} [3) and {4 of this
section shall not be producer milk, The
diverting handler shall designate the
dairy farmer deliveries that will not be
producer milk pursuant ta paragraph (c§
{3) or (4] of this:sectiom: If the handler -
fails to- make such designation, no:milk
diverted by such handler to a nonpool
plant shall be producer milk;

(6) To:the extent that it would result in
nonpool status:for the pool plant from
which diverted, milk diverted for the
account of .a cooperative association to
nonpool plants from the poal plant of
another handler shall not be prodacer
milk;

(7) The cooperalive association shall
designate the dairy farmer deliveries
that are not producer milk pursuant to
paragraph (c}{6} of this section. If the
cooperative-association fails to make
such designation, no milk diverted by it
to a nonpool plant shall be producer
milk; and

(8) Diverted milk shall be priced at the
location of the plant to which diverted.

4.In § 1011.41, paragraplr (b}(2} is
revised to read as follows:

§ 1011.41 Shrinkage.

(b)' © n . )
(2} Plus 1.5 percent of the skim milk

and butterfat. respectively, in milkc
received fronr a handler described in:

§ 1011.9(c) and in milk diverted.to-suck
plant fronr another paol plant; except
that in either case, if the:operator of the
plant to which the milk is delivered
purchases such milk on the:basis.of
weights determined fronr its.
measurement at the farm and butterfat
tests determined. from farm bulk tank.

samples, the applicable percentage
under this subparagraph shall be two

percent;
5. In §1011.42, paragraph (a] is

revised to read as follows:

§ 101142 Classification of transfesrsand
diversions.

(a) Transfers-and diversions. to paol
plants: Skinr milk orbutterfat
transferred or diverted in the formr ofa.
fluid milk product or a bulk fluid cream
product from a poof plant to ancther
pool plant shall be-classified as Class §
milk unless the operators of both plants
request the same classification in’
another class. In either case, the
classification of such transfers or
diversions shall be subject to the
following conditions:

(1) The skim milk or butterfat
classified i eack class shall be limited
to-the amount of skim milk and
butterfal, respectively, remaining in.
such class at the transferee-plant or
divertee-plant after the comprutations
pursuant to §1012.44(a){12} and the
corresponding step.of § 1011.44{b):

{2) If the transferor-plant or divertor-
plant received doring the manth ather
source milk to-be-allocated pursuant to
§ 1011.44(a){7) or the corresponding step
of $£1611.44(b). the skinr milk or
butterfat so transferred or diverted shalt
be classified sa as to allacate the least
possible Class I utilization to such ether
source milk; and )

(3) If the transferor-handleror
divertor-handlerreceived daring the
month other source milk to be allocated
pursuant to § 101T.43(a} (11} or (12} ar
the corrdespending steps of §101T.43(b}.
the-skim milk or butterfat so transferred
or diverted up o the total of the skim
milk and butterfat, respectively; fir such
receipts of other source milk, shall not
be classified as Class I milk ta a greater
extent than would be the case if the
other source milk had been received at.
the transferree-plant or divertee-plant.
(Secs.1-19. 48 Stat. 3. as amended: (T U.S.C.
601-673).}

Effective date: Octobert.1979.

Signed at Washington: D.C.. ow September
12, 1979.

Jerry C. Hilf

Deputy Assistant Secretary.

[FR Doc.78- 20042 £17ed 8- M-79: 85 2]
BILUNG. CODE. 34%0-02-%
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7 CFR Part 10‘,10
IMilk Order No. 40]

Milk in the Southern Michigan
Marketing Area; Order Suspending
Certain Provisions

AGENCY: Agricultural Marketing Service,
USDA.

ACTION: Suspension of rule.

SUMMARY: This order suspends some
provisions of the order affecting the
regulatory status of milk supply plants.
This suspension was requested by a
cooperative association that represents
a substantial proportion of the
producers supplying the market. It
would reduce the proportion of milk
receipts at a supply plant that must be

. shipped to pool distributing plants
during a month to qualify the supply
plant for pooling. Without the -
suspension, it is likely that there would
be inefficient movements of milk solely
for the purpose of assuring that supply
plants regularly associated with the
market would remain pooled under the
order, The suspension would be for the
period October 1979 through March
1980, ’

DATE. Effective October 1, 1979

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:

Martin J. Dunn, Marketing Specialist, :

Dairy Division, Agricultural Marketmg

Service, U.S. Department of Agriculture,
- 'Washington, D.C. 20250, 202-447-7311.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: PI’IOI' '
document in this proceeding:

Notice of proposed suspension—
issued August 10, 1979, published
August 15, 1979 (44 FR 47774).

This order of! suspension is issued
pursuant to the provisions of the
Agricultural Marketing Agreement Act
0f 1937, as amended (7 U.S.C. 601 et
+ seq.), and of the order regulating the

handling of milk in the Southern
Michigan marketing area. )

Notice of proposed rulemaking was
published in the Federal Register (44 FR
47774) concemmg a proposed
suspension of certain provisions of the
order. The public had an opportlmlty to
comment on the proposed suspension in
writing, Three cooperative associations
supported the suspensxon in comments _
filed. No comments ‘were filed opposing
the suspension. :

After consideration of all relevant
material, including the proposal set forth

_in the notice, the comments received,
and other available information, it is
found that for the months of October
1979 through March 1980 the following

. provisions of the order do not tend-to-

effectuate the declared policy of the Act:

In the first sentence of § 1040.7(b)(1),
the words “40 percent” and “for each of
the months of April through September”.

As suspended, that portion of the first
sentence would read “* * * not less
than 30 percent of the total quantity

* %k %9
.

Statement of Consideration .

The suspension will reduce for six
months the proportion of milk receipts at
a supply plant that must be shipped to
pool distributing plants to qualify the
supply plant as a pool plant. Presently, a
supply plant must ship not less than 40
percent of the total quantity of Grade A
milk received at the plant from
producers or cooperative associations,
or diverted from it to nonpool plarnits, to
qualify as a pool supply plant during the
months of October through March. The
suspension reduces the proportion to 30
percent, the level which now applies
-during the months of April through
September.

The suspension was requested by
Michigan Milk Producers Association.

“The cooperative indicated that under-a

similar suspension for the months of
October 1978 through March 1978, the
unit of supply plants that it qualifies
under the order shipped an average of

- 83 percent of the unit's receipts to pool

distributing plants. It was claimed that
these shipments were made by following
normal marketing procedures and did
not necessitate diverting to nonpool

- plants for manufacturing milk supplies

that normally would be received at
distributing plants directly from farms in
order to make room at the distributing
plants for qualifying shipments from
supply plants.

During the past year there has been a
shift of Class I sales out of the-Southern
Michigan market to the Ohio Valley
market. This shift occurred when the -
operator of a chain of stores opened a
new plant that is regulated under the
Ohio Valley order and began
distributing milk in some areas that
formerly were supplied by a Southern
Mlchlgan pool plant,

It is the cooperative’s position that
without the suspension it would be
necessary, in order to qualify its system
of supply plants, for the cooperative to
“double-haul” considerable quantities of
milk (i.e., shipping supplies normially
received at dxstnbutmg plants to
nonpool plants in order to accommodate
shipments of supply plant milk). This
would involve the needless use of
gasoline and diesel fuel at considerable
expense.

The suspension was supported by two
other cooperative associations that
supply milk to the market. Both
cooperatives supported the suspension

L

-

for the reasons set forth in the notico of
proposed suspension, primarily that,
without the suspension, there would be
needless expenditures of money and the
wasting of fuel to “double-haul” large
quantities of milk. One of the
cooperatives also stated that the
suspension would tend to increase and
improve the stabilily of milk marketing
in the Southern Michigan market during
this six-month period and it would,
increase the efﬁclency and reduce the
costs of hauling milk in the market.

The suspension, which is similar to
the suspension issued August 10, 1978
(43 FR 36045) for the period October
1978-March 1979, is necessary because
it will enable a major supplier of milk to
the market, and any others similarly
situated, to maintain the continued
pooling of supply plants that have
regularly supplied the fluid milk needs
of the market without causing a
needless expenditure of money for the
transportation of milk from thosge supply
plants solely to qualify them for pooling
during the period October 1979 through
March 1980. The need for the suspension
should be temporary because the
cooperative association that requested
the suspension also has requested that
the pooling standards in question be
amended on the basis of a public ‘
hearing.

It is hereby found and’ determined that
thirty days’ notice of the effective date
hereof is impractical, unnecessary and -
contrary to the piiblic interest in that:

(a) This suspension is necessary to
reflect current marketing conditions and
to maintain orderly marketing .
conditions in the marketing area in that
without the suspension there would be a
needless expenditure of money for the
transportation of milk solely for the
purpose of qualifying supply plants for
pooling. !

(b) This suspension does not require
of persons affected substantial or
extensive preparation prior to the
effective date; and

(c) Notice of proposed rulemaking was
given interested parties and they were
given an opportunity to comment on the
proposed ! suspension in writing, No
comments were filed opposing the .
suspension, .

Therefore, good cause exists for
making this order effective October 1,
1979,

Itis tlzerefore ordered, That the
aforesaid provisions of the order are
hereby suspended for the months of *
October 1979 through March 1980,

{Secs. 1-19, 48 Stat. 31, as amended; (7 U.S.C.
601-674).)

Effective Date: October 1, 1979,
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Signed at Washingtor, D.C., on September
12, 1979.

Jerry C. Hill, .
Deputy Assistant Secretary.

{FR Doc. 75-28743 Filed 9-14-79; 845 amj
BILLING CODE 3410-02-M

7 CER Parts 1073, 1097, 1102, 1104,
1106, 1108, 1120, 1126, 1132, 1138

[Milk OrderNos. 126, 73, 97, 102, 104, 106,
108, 120, 132, and 138]

Milk in the Texas and Certain Other
Marketing Areas; Order Terminating
Certain Provisions of the Orders

7 CFR PARTS AND MARKETING AREAS

1126
1073
1097
1102
1104
1106
1108
1120

Texas

Wichita. Kans.
Memphis, Tenn.

Fort Smith, Ark.

Red River Valley
Oklahoma KMetropolitan
Central Arkansas
Eubbock-Plainview, Tex.
1132 Texas Penhandle

1138. Rio Grande Vallsy

AGENCY: Agricultural Marketing Service,
USDA.
AcTION: Termination of rules.

suMmERY: This document terminates the
advertising and promotion prograo of

- each of the Federal mille marketing
orders listed above. The action was
requested by Associated Milk
Producers, Iirc., @ cooperative:
association that represents a majority of
the dairy farmers supplying each of the
markets. Under the statutory authority
for milk orders, the Secretary of
Agricufture must {ake such action if the
required number of dairy farmers i a

* Federal order market request it.

EFFECTIVE DATES: Funding provisions of
the programs are ferminated withr
respect to milk marketings o and after
December 1, 1979. All other provisions
of the programs are terminated February
29, 1980: ‘ ]

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:.
Robert F. Groenre, Marketing Specialist.
Dairy Division, Agricultural Marketing
Service, I.S. Department of Agriculture,
Washington, D.C. 20250, 202-447-4824:
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: This
order of termination is issued pursuant
to the provisions of the Agricultural
Marketing Agreement Act 0£1937, as
amended (7 U.S.C. 601 ef seq.}, and-of
 each of the orders regulating the
handling of milk in the aforesaid
specified marketing areas.

It is hereby found and determined that:
the following provisions of the orders-
will not tend to effectuate the declared
policy of the Act after the dates.
indicated:

This order of termination is issued
pursuant to the provisions of the
Agricultural Marketing Agreement Act
of 1937, as amended (7 U.S.C. 601 et
seq.}. and of each.of the orders
regulating the handling of milk in the
aforesaid specified mackeling areas.

It is hereby found and determined that
the following provisions of the orders no

*longer tend to effectuate the declared

policy of the Act:

Termination of Cerfain Order Provisions
Now in Effect

A. Funding provisions for the-
Advertising and Promotion Program in
each of the orders, as set forth.below,
are terminated with respect to
marketings on and after December 1.
1979. .

PART 1126—MILK IN THE TEXAS
MARKETING AREA.

§ 112661 [Amended]

1. In § 1126.61{f}, the provisions,
“Subtract from™ and “the withholding
rate for the advertising and promotion
progranr as computed in §1126.121(e).
The result”.

PART 1073—MILK IN THE WICHITA,
KANSAS, MARKETING AREA.

" §1073.67 [Amended)

1.In. § 1073.61(f], the pravisions,
“Subfract from™ and *'the withholding
rate for the advertising and promotion.
program as computed in § 1073.121(e}.
The result”.

PART 1097—MILK IN THE MEMPHIS,
TENNESSEE, MARKETING AREA

§1097.61 {Amended]

-1. In § 1097.61(a)(5), the provisions,
“subtract from" and: “the withholding
rate for the advertising and promotionr
program as computed in § 1097,121{e].
The result™.

2.In § 1097.61(b) (3} and (5). the
provisions, “less the withholding rate for
the advertising and promotion program
as computed in § 1097.121(e),”

PART 1102—MILK INTHE FORT
SMITH, ARKANSAS, MARKETING:
AREA

§1102.61 [Amended)

1. In § 1102.61(a)(4), the provisions,
“subtract from" and."the withholding
rate-for the advertising and promotion
program as compated i § 1102.121(e).
The result”,

2. In § 1102.61(b] (3) and (5}, the
provisions, “less the withholding rate for
the advertising and promotion program
as computed in § 1102.121(e]."™

PART 1104—MILK IN THE RED RIVER
VALLEY MARKETING AREA

§ 1104.61 [Amended]

1. In §1104.61(f}, the proxisions.
“Subtract from™ and “the withholding
rate for the advertising and promotion
program as computed in § 1104.121fe).
The result”™. -

PART 1106—MILK IN THE OKLAHOMA:
METROPOLITAN MARKETING AREA:

§ 110661 [Amended)

1. In § 1106.61{f]. the provisions,
“Subtract from™ and “the withholding
rate for the advertising and promotion
program as computed in $1106.121fe}.
The result”.

PART 1108—MILK IN THE CENTRAL
ARKANSAS MARKETING AREA.

§1108.6F [AmendedF

1. In § 1108.61(a)(6]. the provisicns;
*subtract from™ and “the withholding
rate for the advertising and promotionx
program as computed in § 1108.121{e}.
The result™.

2. In §1108.61(b} (4] and (7}, the
provistons, “Subtract the withholding
rate for the advertising and promotior
program as computed-in § 1108.321{e).”

PART $120—MILK IN-THE LUBBOCK-
PLAINVIEW, TEX., MARKETING AREA

§ 1120.61 [Amended}

1. I § 1320.61(f}. the provisions,
“Subtract from™ and *the withholding
rate for the advertising and promotion
program as computed. iir § 1220.121(e}.
The result™.

PART 1132—MILK IN THE TEXAS.
PANHANDLE MARKETING AREA

§113261 (Amended}

-1. In § 113261(f), the provisions,
*Subtract from” and “the withholding-
rate for the advertising and promation. -
program as compufed in § TI3Z.121I(e].
The result”. -

PART 1138—MILK INTHE RIO-
GRANDE VALLEY MARKETING AREA

§1138.61 [Amended}

1. In § 1138.61{f}. the provisions,
“Subtract from” and “the withholding
rate for the advertisingand promotion
progranr as computed it § 1138.121(e].
The result”.

B. All remaining provisions of the
Advertising and Promotion Programs are
terminated February 29, 1980; as follows:

“Parts 1126,.1023,.1097, 1102, 1104, 1106,

1108, 1120, 1132, 1138-

In each of the orders, §§——ai0.
through ——.122 and the center heading

-
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“Advertising and Promotion Program”

immediately preceding §——.110. ..

Part 1102

Section 1102.123: Termination of
certain order provisions which were
issued on August 29, 1978 (43 FR 39324)
to be effective on September 1, 1979 (the
effective date was suspended until
further notice by an order issued
September 6, 1979 (44 FR 52841)).

Funding provisions for the Advertising
and Promotion Program in each of the
orders, as set forth below, are
terminated with respect to marketings
on and after December 1, 1979.

PART 1126:MILK IN THE TEXAS‘
MARKETING AREA

§1126.61 [Amended] ,

1, In § 1126.61(a)(8), the provisions,
“subtract from” and “computed in
paragraph (a)(5) of this section the
withholding rate for the advertising and
promotion program as computed in -

§ 1126.121(e). The result”.

2.In § 1126.61(b)(1), the provision, “by
deducting the withholding rate for the °
advertising and promotion program as
computed in § 1126.121(e)". :

3. Section 1126.61(b)(2}(v]. " :

PART 1073—MILK IN THE WICHITA,
KANSAS, MARKETING AREA

§1073.61 [Amended] ~

1.In § 1073.61(a)(6), the provisions,
“subtract from"” and “the withholding
rate for the advertising and promotion
program as computed in § 1073.121(e).__
The result”,

2. In § 1073.61(b)(1), the provision, “by
deducting the withholding rate for the "
advertising and promotion program as
computed in § 1073.121(e)".

3. Section 1073.61(b)(2)(v). -

PART 1097—MILIK IN THE MEM.F‘HIS,
TENNESSEE, MARKETING AREA

§ 1097.61 [Arpende’d]

1. In § 1097.61(b)(1), the provision, “by
deducting the withholding rate for the
advertising and promotion program as
computed in § 1097.121(e)":

2. Section 1097.61(b)(2)(iii).

PART 1102—MILK IN THE FORT
SMITH, ARKANSAS, MARKETING -
AREA

§ 1102.61 [Amended] r

1. In § 1102.61(b)(1), the provision, “by
deducting the withholding rate for the
-advertising and promotion program as
computed in § 1102,121(e)".

2. Section 1102.61(b)(2)(iii).

~

PART 1‘i04—MILK IN THE RED RIVER
VALLEY MARKETING AREA .

§ 1104.61 [Amended]
1. In § 1104.61(a)(8), the provisions,
“subtract from” and “the withholding

‘rate for the advertising and promotion .

program as computed in § 1104.121(e).
The result”. - :

2.In § 1104.61(b)(1), the provision, “by
deducting the withholding rate for the
advertising and promotion program as
computed in § 1104.121(e)". .

3. Section 1104.61(b}(2)(v). .

PART 1106—MILK IN THE OKLAHOMA
METROPOLITAN MARKETING AREA

§ 1106.61 [Amended] ! .

1. In §1106.61(a)(6), the provisions,
“subtract from"” and-“the withholding
rate for the advertising and promotion
program as computed in § 1106.121(e}.
The result”, . ‘

2, In § 1206.61(b)(1), the provision, “by
deducting the withholding rdte for the
advertising and promotion program as
computed in § 1108.121(e)". ‘

3. Section 1106.61(bj(2){v}.

PART 1108—MILK IN THE CENTRAL
ARKANSAS MARKETING AREA

§1108.61 [Amended] .
1. In § 1108.61(a)(6), the provisions,

" “subfract from” and “the withholding

rate for the advertising and promotion
program as computed in § 1108.121(e).
The result”. - :

2. In § 1108.61(b)(1), the provision, “by
deducting the withholding rate for the
advertising and promotion program as

- computed in § 1108.121(e)".

3. Section 1108.61[b][2)£v). .

PART 1120—~MILK IN THE LUBBOCK-
PLAINVIEW, TEX., MARKETING AREA*

§112061 [Amended]
"1, In § 1120.61(4)(6), the provisions,

““subtract from"” and “the withholding

rate for the advertising and promotion
program as computed in § 1120.121(e).
The result”. - L.
" 2.In § 1120.61(b)(1), the provision, “by
deducting the withholding rate for the
advertising and promotion program as °
computed in §1120.121(e)". -

3. Section 1120.61(b)(2)(v).

PART 1.132—MILK IN THE TEXAS
PANHANDLE MARKETING AREA

§ 113261 [Amended]

1. In § 1132.61(a)(6), the provisions,
“subtract from" and “the withholding
rate for the advertising and promotion
program as computed in § 1132.121(e).
The result”, . S

2.In § 1132.61(b])(1), the provision, “by
deducting the withholding rate for the

.

advertising and promotion program as
computed in § 1132.121(e)".
3. Section 1132.61(b)(2)(v).

PART 1138—MILK IN THE RIO
GRANDE VALLEY MARKETING AREA

§1138.61 [Amended]

1. In*§ 1138.61(a)(6), the provisions,
“subtract from" and “the withholding
rate for the‘advertising and promotion
program as computed in § 1138.121(e).
The result”,

2. In § 1138.61(b)(1), the provision, "by
deducting the withholding rate for the
advertising and promotion program as
computed in § 1138.121(e)".

3. Section 1138.61(b)(2)(v).

Statement of Consideration

This action terminates the funding of
the advertising and promotion programs
in each of the orders with respect to
milk marketings on and after December
1,1979. It also terminates the other
provisions of the programs on February
29, 1980. This procedure will facilitate
the orderly termination of programs
funded with monies collected on milk
marketed prior to December 1, 1979, It
will also permit the market
administrators to complete audits and
any other steps necessary to liquidate
the programs. . . ., -

The advertising and promotion
programs currently provide for an
assessment of 9 cents per
hundredweight against all marketings of
milk pooled under the order. Funds so
deducted, except for reserves withheld
to cover refunds and administrative
costs incurred by the market
administrators, are turned over tp and
expended by agencies organized by
producers and producers’ cooperative
associations. The agencies are
responsible for the establishment of
research, advertising, and other
promotional programs designed to
improve the domestic marketing and
consumption of milk and its products,

The programs are voluntary in that
any producer not wishing to support a
program may request a refund of the
assessment made against his marketings
of milk. Refunds are made monthly.

Termination of the programs was
requested by Associated Milk
Producers, Inc., a cooperative
association that during the
representative period designated herein
represented a majority of the dairy
farmers supplying each of the markets,
The cooperative association requested
that assessments for funding the
programs not be withheld for milk
marketed after November 30, 1979,

Section 608c(5)(I) of the Act provides
that the Advertising and Promation

~
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provisions of an order may be
terminated separately from other
provisions of an order whenever the
Secretary makes a determination with

respect to such provisions as is provided

for the termination of an order in
Section 608¢(16)(B) of the Act. Section
608c(16(B) of the Act requires that if a
majority of the produacers engaged in the
production of milk for sale in the
marketing area in a representative
period determined by the Secretary
favor termination of the order, and such
producers produced more than 50
percent of the milk produced for sale in
the marketing area in the representative
" period, that such order shall be
terminated at the end of the current
marketing period. i

The month of May 1979 is determined
to be the representative period. It is also
determined that termination of the
Advertising and Promotion programs in
each of the orders is favored by a
majority of the producers engaged in the
production of milk for sale in each of the
marketing areas during May 1979, and *
that such producers produced more than
50 percent of the milk produced for sale
in each of the marketing areas during
such month. .

The cooperative requesting the
termination has asked that the
termination of the funding provisions be
made effective November 30, 1979.
Accordingly, the current marketing
period is determined to be November
1979.

It is therefore ordered, That the
aforesaid provisions of the order are
hereby terminated on December 1, 1979,
and February 29, 1980, as previously
specified. -

{Secs. 1-19, 48 Stat. 31, as amended; (7 U.S.C.
601-674).)

Signed at Washington, D.C., on September

12, 1979.

Jerry C. Hill,-

Deputy Assistaat Secretary.
[FR Doc. 73-28741 Filed 9-14-7%; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 3410-02-M

DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY

Economic Regulatory Administration

10 CFR Parts 500, 501, 502, 503, 504,
506 and 507

[Docket Nos. ERA~-R-78-19-C, D, E, F,
and G}

Interim Rules To Implement the
. Powerplant and Industrial Fuel Use Act
of 1978 -

AGENCY: Economic Regulatory
Administration, Department of Energy.

»

ACTION: Extension of Public Comment
Period for Interim Rules.

SUMMARY: On May 8, 1979, the Economic
Regulatory Administration (ERA) issued
interim rules for the implementation of
the Powerplant and Industrial Fuel Use
Act of 1978 (FUA) pertaining to new
facilities, the prohibition against the
increased use of petroleum by existing
electric powerplants, and the definitions
and administrative procedures and
sanctions necessary to implement the
FUA program. (44 FR 28958, May 17,
1979; 44 FR 28594, May 15, 1979 and 44
FR 28530, May 15, 1979 respectively). On
June 12, 1979 ERA subsequently issued
an interim rule pertaining to the System
Compliance Option. (44 FR 36002, June
20, 1979). The closing date set for
submission of comments on these
interim rules was August 15, 1979. This
date was subsequently extended to
September 15, 1979 when ERA issued,
on July 11, 1979, an interim rule
pertaining to existing facilities (44 FR
43176, July 23, 1979).

In response to requests received from
several interested parties for a further
extension of the public comment period,
ERA is hereby extending the deadline
for submission of written comments on
the above interim rules to QOctober 31,
1979. ERA believes that this further
extension will result in the submission
of more thorough and useful comments.
DATES: Comments now delivered not
later than October 31, 1979 will be given
full consideration.

ADDRESSES: All wrilten comments
should be addressed to Public Hearing
Management, Room 2313, Economic
Regulatory Administration, 2000 M
Street, N.W,, Washington, D.C. 20461,
Docket NO. ERA-R-78-19-C, D, E, F, or
G.

FOR FURTHEHR INFORMATION CONTACT:
William L. Webb (Office of Public
Information), Economic Regulatory
Administration, Department of Energy,
2000 M Street, N.W., Room B-110,
Washington, D.C. 20461, (202) 634~2170.
John L. Gurney (Regulations and Emergency
Planning), Economic Regulatory
Administration, Department of Energy, *
. 2000 M Street, N.W., Room 2130,
Washington, D.C. 20461, (202) 254-97685.
Gary R. Comstock (Office of General
Counsel), Department of Energy. 12th and
Pennsylvania Avenue, N.\V., Room 7134,
Washington, D.C. 20461, (202) 633-8820.
Issued in Washington, D.C., September 13,
1979. .
David J. Bardin,
Administrator, Economic Regulatory
Administration.

{FR Doc. 79-28942 Filed 9-14-78; 845 am]
BILLING CODE 6450-01-M

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
Federal Aviation Administration

14 CFR Parts 21, 23, 36, 91, 121, 135,
139

[Docket No. 18315; Amendment Nos. 91~
159 and 135~2; SFAR No. 41]

Airworthiness Standards:
Reciprocating and Turbopropeller-
Powered Small Muitiengine
Airplanes—Increase in Approved
Takeoft Welghts and Passenger
Seating Capacitles

AGENCY: Federal Aviation
Administration (FAA), DOT.
ACTION: Final rule.

SUMMARY: This amendment adopts a
new Special Federal Aviation
Regulation (SFAR} which prescribes
additional airworthiness standards
applicable to existing propeller driven
multiengine small airplanes to allow
their type and airworthiness
recertification at weights in excess of
the limitation of 12,500 pounds
maximum certificated takeoff weight, or
with an increase in the number of
passenger seats, or both. The rules
applicable to air taxi and commercial
operators (Part 135) are amended to
allow the operation of airplanes
certificated under the SFAR. In addition,
the operating rules (Paris 91 and 135) are
amended to require that airplanes
cerlificated under the SFAR at weights
in excess of 12,500 pounds; meet
updated interior material flammability
requirements within one year of initial
airworthiness certification. These
amendments are intented to allow the
design capabilities of certain existing
small airplanes to be more fully utilized.
They are also designed to increase
aircraft availability for the commuter
market that is burgeoning since
enactment of the Airline Deregulation
Act of 1978.

EFFECTIVE DATE: October 17, 1979.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Raymond E. Ramakis, Safety
Regulations Staff (A¥S-24), Federal
Aviation Administration, 800
Independence Avenue, SW.,
Washington, D.C. 20391 Telephone [202)
755-8716.

Background

In general, under the Federal Aviation
Regulations (FAR]) relating to
certification, airplanes are treated, as
they have been for many years, as either
small or large. Numerous pilot,
operaling. and maintenance
requirements of the FAR utilize the same
small gnd large distinction. In addition,
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the International Civil Aviation
Organization (ICAO) uses this weight
distinction. The distinction is based on
the maximum certificated takeoff weight
(MCTW) of the airplane. For airplanes
with an MCTW of 12,500 pounds or less,
the airplane is defined in § 1.1 of the
FAR as small. Airplanes with an MCTW
of more than 12,500 pounds are defined
as large. . . ’

The 12,500 pound weight distinction,
adopted in 1953, was based in part upon.
certain airplane and powerplant design
considerations which were then -
considered significant. Over the past 26~
years, however, numerous additional -
operational factors have developed and
must be considered in airplane design.

In fact manfacturers have asserted that - > driven multiengine small airplanes to be

the 12,500 pound weight distinction na
longer provides an appropriate )
demarcation between small and large
girplanes. . .

A number of recent requests for
exemption or for rule change concerning
this weight distinction have been made
by operators who utilize airplanes with
an MCTW of exactly or very near 12,500
pounds. The operators assert that these
airplanes are capable of operating safely

“ at maximum takeoff weights in excess of
12,500 pounds. In addition, they have .

“indicated that this weight limit has the
effect of reducing safety margins by
preventing the installation of additional
navigational equipment and by
preventing the installation of increased
fuel reserves, Based on these comments
and requests and the claimed overall
safety benefit, the FAA issued a specific

» proposal (Notice No. 78-14, 43 FR 46734,

- October 10, 1978) to allow certification
and operation of certain small airplanes
at MGTW'’s in excess of 12,500 pourids.

" Current airworthiness standards exist
for two basic designations of airplanes:

* Part 23 for airplanes 12,500 pounds or
under having nine or less passenger
seats and Part 25 for transport category
airplanes. Commuter airlines and air
taxi operators in the United states,
which have grown substantially in
recent years, have demonstrated a need
for airplanes which are not fully
transport category but exceed the size

. limitations of Part 23, o

Recognizing the need for improved-
standards for airplanes intended for
commuter operations, the Administrator
initiated a three-phase program. The
first phase was the issuance of a revised
Part 135, “Air Taxi Operators and
Commercial Operators” on September
26, 1978 (43 FR 46742, Qctober 10, 1978)
which aligned the rules for those .
operations more closely with those of *

* Part 121, The second phase was the
initiation of the Light Transport .
Airplane Airworthiness Review (43 FR

60846, December 28, 1978) which will
result in a separate set of airworthiness
standards for multiengine airplanes with
a suggested 30 passenger seating '
capacity and maximum gross weight of
about 35,000 pounds. The third phase
was the issuance of Notice 78-14
initiating this rulemaking action by
proposing an increase in approved
takeoff weights and passenger seating

- capacities for existing small airplanes

that meet stated requirements. - -
Notice 78-14 proposed special

certification requirements and changes "

to operating rules applicable to air taxis
and commercial operators of small
airplanes which would allow the design
capability of certain existing propeller-

more fully utilized. The proposed
certification requirements are of an
interim nature and therefore formulated
as a Special Federal Aviation Regulation
(SFAR). . " .

The essential provisions that were
proposed in Notice 78-14 are being ,
adopted by this amendment. The new
rules will allow the certification of
propeller-driven multiengine small
airplanes with a passenger seating
configuration of between 10 and 19 seats
that were originally type certificated in
accordance with Part 23 of the FARs in
effect on March 13, 1971 or later. The
new rules will also allow the
certification and operation, with
appropriate restrictions and limitations,
of small propeller-driven multiengine

. airplanes at maximum takeoff weights

in excess of 12,500 pounds.
The interim nature of the SFAR is
reflected in. the time limits imposed. The

amendment provides that an application ,

for aircraft supplemental or amended
type certification under the SFAR must
be filed within two years after the

" effective date of the SFAR, while

production of airplanes certificated with
maximum takeoff weights in excess of

" 12,500 pounds will be limited to 10 years

after the effective date of the SFAR. The
10 year period is intended to provide the
time needed to develop the new FAR

- Part 24 and for airplane manufacturers

to-demonstrate compliance with the new
part. - .
The international implications of the
amendment should be noted. The United
States as a contracting State of ICAOQ is

-under agreement fo comply with the

Convention on International Civil
Aviation. Annex 8 to the Convention
contains international standards of
airworthiness applicable to certification
of airplanes having an MCTW in excess
of 5,700 kg (approximately 12,500
pounds). The airworthiness standards
set forth in the SFAR are not intended to
and do not meet the Annex 8

requirements., Therefore, airplanes
certificated in accordance with the
SFAR that operate at weights in excess
of 5,700 kg wauld be prohibited from

" international navigation unless

specifically allowed by the countries of
overflight or entry, These airplanas’
airworthiness certificates would be
appropriately endorsed. In addition, the
international airman licensing and
aircraft operating provisions in Annexes

"1 and 6 to the Convention on

International Civil Aviation must be met
to operate these airplanes on
international flights. The FAA is aware
of the potential problems that this
dichotomy will create. It is the FAA’s
intention to have this matter brought to
ICAQ's attention for resolution at an
early date. ‘

Turbojet powered multiengine
airplanes are not covered in this
amendment because these high
performance airpldnes require more
stringent airworthiness provisions than
those applicable to prapeller driven
.multiengine small airplanes. Thereofore,
at the present time, Part 25 of the FAR,
where applicable, continues to be an
appropriate standard for these
airplanes. ’

Interested persons have been afforded
an opportunity to participate in the
making of these amendments and duo
consideration has been given to all
matter presented. A number of
substantive changes and changes of an
editorial and clarifying nature have boen
made to the proposed rules based upon
relevant comments received and upon
further review within the FAA., Except
for minor editorial and clarifying
changes and the substantive changes
discussed below, these amendments and
the reasons for them are the same as
those contained in Notice No. 78-14.

-These amendments implement the
President’s directive (Executive Order
12044) that regulations be as simple as
possible and not impose unnecessary
burdens on the economy or on the

‘regulated public. They also are designed
to promote the public interest by
increasing safety, availability of aircraft,
and efficlency.

Discussion of Comments

. Twenty-two individual sets of

comments were submitted in response
to Notice 78-14. Many of these
addressed more than one aspect of the
proposals. While the great majority of
the commenters were in general =~ |
agreement with the objectives of the
‘proposals, a number of them offerad
criticisms or suggested changes to the
proposed rules or requested clarification

- and guidance on compliance with the

rules.

(
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One commenter recommended that
the SFAR not be adopted on the ground
that small airplane airworthiness
standards would be applied to airplanes
of over 12,500 pounds which up to this
time have been required to meet
transport category standards. The FAA
does not agree. The SFAR incorporates
additional airworthiness requirements
designed to provide the necessary level
of safety for a type of airplane that has
not heretofore had regulations
specifically developed for it. As noted in
the background discussion, the SFAR
provides interim standardg to enable
greater utilization of existing airplanes
when those airplanes meet the higher
standards of the SFAR even though they
may not meet transport category
certification requirements.

Among the comments received were
recommendations for various
requirements not proposed in the notice.
Among these were recommendations for
less than the minimum number of
required exits in freight-only airplanes,
for determination of takeoff distance
based on criferia different than currently
required, for bird strike protection in
front of pilots, for establishment of life
limits for components not presently
subject to such limits, and freedom from
flutter after various trim tab failures.
None of these recommendations were
supported by justification from a safety
standpoint for imposing the additional
burden or lesser standard involved and
the FAA does not have information to
indicate the need for such requirements
at this time,

The comments related to specific
elements of the proposal are discussed
below under the like-numbered
paragraphs of the SFAR and the
applicable Part 135 sections as
proposed.

1. Special Federal Aviation Regulation

Section 1. Applicability.—Six
commenters questioned the need to
impose the additional performance
requirements of Appendix A, Part 135, in
order to achieve an increase in
passenger seating capacity or an
increase in maximum certificated
takeoff weight (MCTW). These
commenters asserted that the
requirements contained in SFAR 23 are
adequate. At the other extreme, one
commenter recommended that Part 26
performance requirements be made
applicable for weights exceeding 12,500
pounds. Such generalized comments,
however, do not address the reasons for
the proposed interim SFAR standards
which have been set forth in the various
notices explaining the Administrator's
three-phase program or provide a basis
for now altering the proposals.

In more specific vein, one commenter
believed it inconsistent that under the
proposal some 19 passenger airplanes
would have to comply with the entire
new SFAR whereas others would have
to comply only with Appendix A to Part
135. This commenter recommended that
all 10-19 passenger airplanes, regardless
of weight, comply with the proposed
requirements that would be applicable
to airplanes originally type certificated
to Part 23 regulations in effect on March
13, 1971, or later. Under the proposal,
airplanes to be certificated at MCTW
over 12,500 pounds regardless of the
number of passengers would have to

- meet not only the modified requirements

of Appendix A but the additional
requirements contained in the new
SFAR.

The difference in certification
requirements under the proposed SFAR
is not dependent on the number of
passengers but the MCTW of each
airplane. Section 1.(a) of the SFAR is .
limited to those airplanes that do not
exceed 19 passenger seals, have a
MCTW of 12,500 pounds or less, and
were originally type cerlificated to
include Amendment 23-10, Section 1.(a)
has been clarified with respect to the
weight limitations. Section 1.(b) on the
other hand, and in response to another
commenter’s request for clarification,
covers all normal category airplanes to
be certificated at MCTW in excess of
12,500 pounds. Thus to certificate an
Amendment 23-10 airplane for 19
passengers at an MCTW in excess of
12,500 pounds, the airplane would have
to meet the requirements of section 1.(b).
Since the added requirements of section
1.(b) go with the increased weight above
12,500 pounds, there is no inconsistency
in the applicability.

With respect to its applicability for
other than Amendment 23-10 airplanes,
the new SFAR does not apply to a
normal category airplane, originally type
certificated in accordance with Part 23
in effect prior to March 13, 1971 (i.e. not
including Amendment 23<10), that is to
be-certificated for an increase in
passenger seating capacity unless that
airplane is to be certificated for a
maximum takeoff weight in excess of
12,500 pounds. If the weight does not
exceed 12,500 pounds, the regulations
incorporated in the type certificate
apply to an increase in passenger
seating capacity as well as to an
increase in MCTW that does not exceed
12,500 pounds. Furthermore, this
rulemaking action is not intended to
impose retroactive requirements on
airplanes of older type design, as
questioned by one commenter, when
there is to be no change in the number of

seals or MCTW. It should also be noted
that under section 1.(b) of the SFAR,
there is no limitation on the number of
passenger seats for which the airplane
may be certificated when the MCTW
exceeds 12,500 pounds although
regulations governing operations impose
other limitations on the number of
passengers. Section 1.(b) has been

. changed to clarify that the passenger

seating configuration may be increased
if the applicant so requests.

One commenter objected to
provisions of the SFAR which were
interpreted as allowing increased weight
and derogated performance at the
expense of safety. However, contrary to
the commenter’s concern, an airplane
must comply with the minimum
performance standards ds well as the
other requirements of the SFAR, under
which it will be safe to operate
notwithstanding the increase in weight
and lessened performance. Under the
SFAR, if increased weight prevents the
airplane from meeting the minimum
performance requirements, the airplane
does not meet the required level of
safety and it would not be certificated.

With respect to section 1.(b), six
commenters contended that compliance
with the performance requirements of

" Appendix A of Part 135 at all operating

weights below 12,500 pounds, would
unfairly penalize airplane performance.
According to these commenters, the
Appendix A performance requirements,
although appropriate for MCTW abave
12,500 pounds, place additional
unneeded restrictions on airplane
weight on hot days, at high altitudes,
and on short runways when the takeoff
weight does not exceed 12,500 pounds in
any event. Asserting that such
restrictions are inconsistent with the
stated purpose of the proposal to allow
full utilization of an airplane’s design
capabilities, they recommended that
SFAR 23 performance standards apply
to weights up to 12,500 pounds and
Appendix A performance standards to
weights above 12,500 pounds.

The FAA agrees with the analysis that
shows compliance with Appendix A
performance requirements may be
unnecessarily restrictive at weights of
up to 12,500 for airplanes that were not
required to meet Appendix A as a type
certification requirement. Moreover, for
airplanes to be certificated under the
SFAR at maximum certificated takeoff
weights of more than 12,500 pounds, it
was not the FAA's intent to change the
certification basis of such airplanes for
takeolf weights of 12,500 pounds or less.
Thus, where an airplane’s preexisting
certification basis does not include
Appendix A but the airplane with 10 or
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more passenger seats is qualified for
operations under Part 135 or is
certificated under Part 23 in effect prior
to amendment 23-10 and is to be used
only in Part 91 operations, there appears
to be no safety reason why the -
airplane’s certification basis needs to be
changed for weights at which the
airplane is currently operating. Although
the commenters emphasized only the
performance requirements of Appendix
A as being unnecessarily restrictive at
weights below 12,500 pounds, the FAA
has determined that any of the -
-requirements of Appendix A may be
included within the exception for an .’
airplane whose certification basis
provides the required level of safety,
regardless of the number of passengers
at weights up. to 12,500 pounds.
Therefore, an exception has been added
as section 5.(b) of the SFAR which
provides relaxation from the
requirements of the notice to allow
compliance with the regulations
incorporated in the type certificate in
lieu of complaince with Appendix A at
takeoff-weights of 12,500 pounds or less
for specified airplanes. For all takeoff
weights above12,500 pounds the
airplane must-meet the Appendix A
requirements as modified by the other
section 5 exceptions.

'

. Section 1.(b)(3) of the SFAR feqlfires .
compliance with sections 7 through 14 of

the SFAR as an additional condition for
certification at MCTW in excess of -
12,500 pounds. For reasons similar to
those discussed above in connection. *
with Appendix A requirements, it was
the intent that these requirements not
constitute a new certification basis for
takeoff weights at or below 12,500
pounds but rather provide additional,
requirements for takeoff weights in
excess of 12,500 pounds. Section 1.(b}(3)
_has been amended to make this clear.
Two commenters asked what
modifications it would be permissible to
make in order to take advantage of the
proposal. It was'not the intent to
identify or otherwise limit the specific
modifications that might be necessary in
any particular case to meet the proposal.
Any modification that would enhance
an airplane’s ability to meet the
applicable requirements of the new
SFAR would be permissible. In this .
connection, however, it should be noted
that the new SFAR by its terms is
limited to amended and supplemental
type certification of airplanes previously
certificated in the normal category.
Therefore, the limitations contained in

§ 21.19, and in Subparts D and E of Part .

21 relative to such certification, also ~
apply. - ’

One commenter objected to the

. proposal in the belief that it would

increase the noise contours due to the
added weight requiring more power for
takeoffs of airplanes recertificated

“under section 1.(b}. On the other hand,
two commenters suggested that the
maximum allowable noise should be
increased above the levels allowed for
small airplanes ag proposed in the
notice. The considerations involved in
these comments result from proposed .
SFAR section 1.(c) which would define
an airplane certificated under section
1.(b} as a small airplane for purposes of
Part 36. The comments do not explain
how or why persons on the ground
exposed to the modified airplanes would
be subjected to more noise than is now
permitted for the existing certificated
airplanes. o .

The proposal will not increase noise
contours. The SFAR standards must be
met regardless of engine power or thrust
available or used for takeoff. Therefore,
‘the effect of the increased weight on
takeoff noise output must be accounted
for and kept within present noise limits.

. The comments do not provide any basis
for modifying the proposal with regpect
to-noise, -

With further reference to paragraph

. 1.[c), since “small aircraft” are defined

in Part 1, the intent was that airplanes
certificated under section 1.(b) be
considered small airplaries for purposes
of the parts listed rather than be
“defined” as small airplanes.
Accordingly, a nonsubstantive change
has been made in section 1.(c}) to clarify
the point. The definitions of small and
large aircraft set forth in Part 1 remain
unchanged. . o7

., Finally, uponreview of section 1.(c)

- by the FAA, it isnioted that Part 139 was
inadvertently omitted from the listing of
Parts under which-an airplane
certificated under section 1.(b} of the'
SFAR would be considered a small
airplane. FAR §139.12a provides for the
issuance of a limited airport operating
certificate for an airport serving CAB-
certificated air carriers conducting only
unscheduled operations-with small
aircraft. Unless the newly certificated -
aircraft are “small” aircraft, airports
serving them would no longer be- eligible
for the limited certificate and would .
have to obtain a regular or full
certificate. For this reason, Part 139 is

~added to the listing in section 1.(c}).

2. Eligibility.—No unfavorable-
comments were received on the
proposal and the section is adopted
without substantive change.

3. Production Limitation—Qne
commenter recommended that the
proposed 10-year limitation for receiving
original airworthiness certificates based

on an amended or supplemental type
certificate issued under the SFAR be
increased and made indefinite. This
commenter cited the high cost of
certification as the only justification.
The FAA agrees that the high cost of
certification is one factor to be
considered. However, in view of the
proposed Part 24, the intent is that the
SFAR provisions be self-limiting as to
time, It is the intent of Part 24 to
construct a regulation that reflects the
state of the art for the entire aircrafl,
Therefore the reason for the limitation is -
to ensure that once Part 24 aircraft are
available, these will be the aircraft on
the market because Part 24 aircraft will
represent a significant safety increase
over the aircraft produced pursuant to
this SFAR.

- Another commenter requested
verification of his understanding that
once an airplane receives an
airworthiness certificate under the
SFAR procedures, no life limit is . :
otherwise imposed by the SFAR., That
understanding is correct. The 10-year
limitation applies only to obtaining the
initial airworthiness certificate under an
amended or supplemental type
certificate issued under the SFAR. Onco
issued, the duration of the airworthiness
certificate is governed by the same rule
applicable to other standard
airworthiness certificates.

Both of the foregoing comments
indicate there may have been somae
ambiguity in the proposed rule due to
the reference to an “original"
airworthiness certificate. Actually, in a
case where an.aircraft is modified to
conform to an amended or supplemental
type certificate, it is possible that there
may not be an issue of an original
airworthiness certificate. The intent was
to impose the 10-year limit on obtaining
whatever form of airworthiness
certificate results from the changed typa
certificate. Section 3 has therefore been
clarified by specifying an original or
amended airworthiness certificate.

4. Restrictions.—No unfavorable
comments were received on the
proposal and the section is adopted
without substantive change,

5. Exceptions.—No unfavorable
comments were recejved on section 5.(a)
and it is adopted without substantive
change. :

- Section 5.(b) cont4ins the general
exception to the requirements of
Appendix A Part 135 for certain
airplanes. This was discussed in
connection with section 1.(b) of the
SFAR concerning applicability of the
SFAR to airplanes with an MCTW of
over 12,500 pounds.

With reference to landing
performance requirements, one

'
’
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commenter stated that the proposal
could be interpreted to require a double
application of the effective runway
length factor specified in section 7 of
Appendix A of Part 135. The ambiguity
results because the airplanes are also
subject to the requirements of §§ 135.385
and 135.387 which specify like factors.
The problem does nat arise outside the
SFAR since the landing requirements of
Appendix A apply only to normal
category airplanes while those of

§§ 135.385 and 135.387 apply only to.
large transport categary airplanes. The
SEAR as proposed could be interpreted
to mean that airplanes would be subject
to both sets of requirements. The FAA.
agrees that the effective runway length
requirement should be clarified since
there is no intent that the factor be
applied twice. Im addition, the proposed
landing performance requirements did
not require consideration of wind
corrections. For these reasons, the
proposed requirement to comply with
section 7, as well as with related

§§ 19.(b)(3) and 19.{c}, of Appendix A of
Part 135 has been deleted and the
applicable landing performance
requirements, not covered in §§ 135.385
and 135.387, are included in an new
section 5.(c) of the SFAR.

The fatigue evalnation standaxds set
forth in proposed section 5.(b}) (section
5.(d) as adopted) are stricter than those
in Appendix A and apply where the
MCTW exceeds 12,500 pounds. One
commenter recommended that the
proposed fatigue requirement also be
applied to those airplanes whose
passenger seating capacity. is.increased
above nine even though, the weight does
not exceed 12,500 pounds. However, the
commenter presented.no justification to
show that the current safety
requirements are inadequate or that the
fatigue evaluation standards should be
extended to airplanes of 12,500 pounds
orless.

Another commenter objected to the
proposal which would allow fatigue:
strength evaluation to be conducted by
analysis alone. It was contended that
tests should be required because of
adverse service experience reported
with surplus military aircraft which had
sustained structural damage due fo
overloading. However, suclr experience
is not relevant to type certification
standards. since evaluation of the
structure must be made under the
conditions and loads expected in
service. The FAA does agree that there
should be limitations on the analysis-
alone evaluation and & recent
amendment to § 23.572(a)(1) provides
such a limitation. Accordingly, the
fatigue strength investigation

requirement is modified to be consistent
with the current Part 23 type |
certification requirement by specifying
that analysis alone is acceptable only
when it is conservative and applied to
simple structures.

Section 5.(c) proposed additional door
and exit requirements considered
necessary for safety at the higher
weights. Two commenters suggested
that movable seat backs lie allowed to
obstruct window-type emergency exits
but presented no evidence to show that
an equivalentlevel of safety would be
achieved. The commenters also
questioned the need for the door locking
mechanism to be visible from within the
fuselage; however, even though the
proposal requires visual inspection by
crewmembers, it does not specily that
the inspections must be conducted from
within the airplane. Thus, external
inspection, as of cargo doors could be-
made though appropriate openings or
transparent coverings. Finally, one
commenter was of the opinion that the
number of emergency exits could be
reduced so long as the 90-second
evacuation test was met; however, those
are not alternative requiren)gnts. and no
justification was given for not meeting
both. The door and exit requirements
are adopted as substantively proposed
and designated section 5.(e).

No unfavorable comments were
received on the lightning strike
protection requirements proposed in
section 5.(d) and it is adopted as section
5.(f) without substantive change.

Three commenters questioned the.
need for the fire containment
requirement of section 5.(e},when there
are other requirements that speak to fire
extinguishment. However,
extinguishment and containment are
separate requirements. Containment
prevents an engine fire from spreading
to the rest of the airplane before the fire
can be extinguished. With respect to
containment, the proposal referred to.
burn-through of the external skin
whereas any burn-through that could
create additional hazards is the
condition to be prevented. The
paragraph has been amended to make
this clarification. Serveral commenters
suggested the use of heat-resistant

" coatings in place of fireproof cowlings;

however, the basic requirement is for
containment without specifying the
means. A heat-resistant coating that
merely delays burn-through would not
be in compliance with the requirement.
Finally, a number of commenters
objected to applying the fire
containment requirement to turbine-
powered airplanes, but theirasserted
lack of fire history statistics does not

justify avoidance of a safety standard
intended to cover the over 12,500 pound
weight category for which there isno
actual operating experience. The
requirements are adopted as
substantively proposed and designated
as section 5.(g).

Section 5.{f) proposed that the:
flammable fluid fire protection
requirements of Part 25 be used in lieu of
section 57 of Appendix A. Seven
commenters questioned the need for and
practicability of complying with the
more stringent requirements of Part 25.
However, in this connection, it should
be noted that the regulatory intent is for
all aireraft to conform to a uniform
minimum standard for flammable fluid
fire protection. To this end, FAR Parts
23, 27, and 29 were amended after the
issuance of Notice 78-14 to be consistent
with updated Part 25 requirements. At
the time of issuing Notice 78-14, the
minimum acceptable standards for -
flammable fluid fire protection for the
new category SFAR airplanes was
contained in § 25.863 them it effect The
commenters have presented no
justification for relaxing the safety-
standard set forth in the notice, and
section 5.(f) (redesignated 5.(h)} is
adopled as proposed.

6. Additional requirements—general.
This section states, in effect, that the
additional requirements specified in
succeeding sections of the SFAR apply
to airplanes to be certificated at MCTW
in excess of 12,500 Ibs. Twa commenters
raised general abjections—one that such
requirements should not apply if the
passenger capacity does nat exceed 19,
the other that retrofit to such standards
would be costly in weight and dolars.
The FAA does not deny that ta meet the
additional requirements may be costly,
but the commenters presented no
reasons why the requirements,
considered collectively, would not be
necessary in the interest of safety or
why 19 passengers shauld be a cutoff
point rather than 12,500 pounds. The
FAA considers the SFAR.requirements
to be minimum safety standards
necessary for the new category
airplanes. Moreover, nathing compels
exceeding a 12,500 pound MCTW so that
compliance is a matter of choice with an
operator who must decide if such
compliance is economically feasible in
his particular case.

Comments addressed ta individual .
additional requirements are discussed.
below. -

7. Compartment interiors. This section
states various requirements refating to
cabin materials, smoking. disposal.
receptacles, lavataries, and hand fire
extinguishers. All the comments
objecting to section 7 were directed to

Lty
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the requirement for materials. One group
of commenters objected because of the _
alleged high cost to retrofit older
airplanes and the alleged lack of history
of in-flight fires on this type aircraft.
Two other commenters contended that it
would not be economically feasible to
comply immediately with the interim
material requirements. ) o

The FAA does not agree that the cost
of cabin interior materials to meet the
flammability requirements of proposed
section 7.(a) is sufficient.justification for
not imposing them. Neither have the
commenters shown that the alleged lack
of history of in-flight fires supports a

- withdrawal of the requirement. Actually -

there is no operating history for this new
class of airplane and the commenters
have not addressed the need for safety
measures necessary to achieve the level
of safety at the higher weights. The
proposed cabin material requirements
are the same as those specified for ~ -
trangport catergory airplanes under Part
26. The FAA does agree that it would be
reasonable to grant additional time in
which to install the materials. The
burden of refurbishing the cabin
materials would be substantially
lessened if operators could take
advantage of periods when their
airplanes are down for extended
periods.: -
In view of these considerations, the
cabin material requirements of section 7
and the Appendix are deleted from the
SFAR. In place thereof, the operating
rules of Parts 91 and 135 aré amended
by adding a requirement that airplanes
certificated under the SFAR at MCTW
in excess of 12,500 pounds must meet
the compartment interior material
requirements of § 25.853(a), (b), (b-1),
(b-2,) and (b-3) within one year after

" - receiving an airworthiness certificate

under the SFAR, ,
8. Landing Gear. In response to one

inquiry as to the applicability of "

§ 25.721(b) to fixed landing gear

airplanes, the rule requires compliance

only when one or more landing gear legs

is not extended. Since this'condition

would not exist in a fixed landing gear

airplane, the rule would not be :

applicable. Resubstantiation of fixed’

langing gear to Part 25 ground load

* standards, as questioned by that

" commenter, would not be necessary
since the initial airplane certificatiomn
under Part 23 is sufficiently conservative
for a maximum zero fuel weight that
does not exceed 12,500 pounds.

9. Fuel system components X
trashworthiness. This section requires.
compliance with certain Part 25 rules
under various emergency landing
conditions. There should be no -
confusion as to their applicability in the

- case of fixed landing gear airplanes as

questioned by one commenter. Thus,

§ 25.561(b)(2) clearly states that the
wheels are retracted {(where applicable)
and then specifies the inertia forces that
may result. It is these inertia forces that
the fuel tanks must be able to resist
irrespective of the type of landing gear.
Section 25.994, by its terms, is clearly
not applicable to fixed landing gear
airplanes since it refers specifically to
the condition of wheels-up landing.

10. Shutoff means. No specific
objection was made to this section and
it is'adopted substantively as proposed.

11. Fire extinguishing systems. The
National Transportation Safety Board

_ (NTSB) expressed the view that a fire
detection system is a prerequisite to a
fire extinguishing system. Under the

proposal, turbopropeller-powered -

airplanes would be required to have a
detector system in compliance with Part
135, Appendix A, as would multiengine
reciprocating engine powered airplanes
incorporating turbosuperchargers under
current § 23.1203. However, older
airplanes not covered by current
§ 23,1203 and those not equipped with
turbosupercharger-equipped
reciprocating engines would not be
required under the proposal to have fire
. detection systems. The NTSB therefore
recommended that the final rule require
fire detection systems for all

. reciprocating-engine powered airplanes.
.. 'The NTSB views were_also expressed
by another commenter. The FAA agrees.

The intent of the proposal to provide
adequate fire extinguishment can best
be achieved by inclusion of the
detecting system requirement.,
Moreover, without a detection system,
airplanes that could be certificated
under the proposed SFAR at the higher
MCTW would be operating at a o
different and lower level of safety than
that now applicable to Part 23 airplanes.
Accordingly, to assure that necessary
safety standards are applied uniformly
to all airplanes eligible for certification

', under the SFAR, paragraph 11is '

madified to include the requirement for
a fire detection system in all airplanes.
A number of commenters objected to
the requirement for the two-bottle
discharge extinguisher capability in
engine compartments. It was their
contention that in-flight fire statistics
-did not justify such redundancy and that
the over-protection would impose a
payload sacrifice and be expensive. In
this connection, néither Part 23 nor
- Appendix A of Part 135 requires an
extinguisher system. Upon
reconsideration of the proposal, and .
consistent with the recognized need for

»

1

airplanes to be certificated under the
SFAR, the FAA has concluded that a
system to provide a “one-shot" ‘
discharge to each designated fire zone ls
the minimum safety standard for the
new category airplanes. Section 11,(b)
[now 11.(b)(2)] has been changed
accordingly.

12, Fire extin‘jg;uz'shing agents.

13, Extinguishing agent containers.

14. Fire extinguishing system
materials.

The comments received were directed
to fire extinguishing systems in general
under section 11 rather than to the ‘
specific areas covered in sections 12, 13,
and 14. Sections 12, 13, and 14 are
adopted as substantively proposed. In
the notice, section 13 inadvertently
referenced § 25.1189 although by subject
matter it is clear that § 25.1199 was
intended. Section 13 has been corrected
accordingly. _

15. Expiration. One commenter's
inquiry regarding applicability of this
section appears to be questioning, in
efféct, the duration of supplemental and
amended type certificates issued undor
the SFAR and the airworthiness
certificates derived from them. These
points have beeh discussed in detail
earlier in this preamble in connection
with sections 1 and 3. The section is
adopted substantively as proposed.

Discussion on proposals concerning
Part 135,

~ FAR § 135.169. No unfavorable
-comments were received on the

. proposal to amend § 135,169 and the

proposal is adopted without substantive
change. However, the general reference
to airplanes type certificated in
compliance with the SFAR has been

- expanded to refer separately to those .
- certificated under sections 1.(a) and

1.(b). This distinction is necessary for
clarity because of the separate
references required in § 135.399.

FAR § 135.399. The proposed addition
to § 135.399 would require airplanes
certificated under the SFAR to comply
with the landing limitations that are
applicable to large transport category
turbine-engine powered airplanes under
Part 135 at destination and alternate
airports. Two commenters believed it
would be confusing to incorporate
regulations whose indicated

. applicability is only to large transport

category turbine-engine powered
airplanes when the affected airplanes
are non-transport category and include
those with reciprocating engines, The
FAA agrees and the paragraph, as
adopted, has been changed to clarify
this applicability.

One commenter noted that the

* improyed standards for the category of _ proposed § 135.399(b) would require,
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compliance with landing limitations but
nothing was proposed to revise
§ 135.399(a) to implement the takeoff
limitations for the new SFAR airplanes.
According to the commenter this was a
serious omission because takeaff
performance limitations are usually
more crilical in operation. The FAA
agrees that takeoff weight limitation.
requirements are as much applicable to
SFAR airplanes as they are to the.
normal category airplanes already
covered by the rule. Section 135.399(a] is
amended accordingly. In addition, the
landing weight limitation requirements
- applicable to airplanes certificated imr
accordance with paragraph 1.(a] of the
SFAR (i.e. airplanes meeting Appendix
A of Part 135) are transferred from
§ 135.399(b) as proposed to § 135.399(a).
This non-substantive change makes:
§ 135.399 internally consistent since
landing weight limitations of non-SFAR
ajrplanes meeting Appendix A are
already covered imr § 135.399{a).

Adoption of the Amendment

PART 21—CERTIFICATION
PROCEDURES FOR PRODUCTS AN
PARTS 4

PART 23—AIRWORTHINESS
STANDARDS: NORMAL, UTILITY, AND
ACROBATIC CATEGORY AIRPLANES

PART 36—NOISE STANDARDS:
AIRCRAFT TYPE AND
AIRWORTHINESS CERTIFICATION

PART 121—CERTIFICATION AND
OPERATIONS: DOMESTIC, FLAG, AND

SUPPLEMENTAL AIR CARRIERS: AND

COMMERCIAL OPERATORS OF
LARGE AIRCRAFT

PART 139--CERTIFICATION AND.
OPERATIONS: LAND AIRPORTS
SERVING CAB-CERTIFICATED AIR.
CARRIERS

Accordingly; the Federal Aviation
Regulations (14 CFR Chapter I} are
amended, effective October17, 1979, as
follows:

1. By adding the following new
Special Federal Aviation Regulation:

Special Federal Aviation Regulation No.
41

1. Applicability.

(a) Contrary provisions of Parts 21
and 23 of the Federal Aviation
Regulations notwithstanding, an
applicant is entitled to an amended or
suppleniental type certificate in the-
normal category for a reciprocating or
turbopropeller-powered multiengine
small airplane originally type.
certificated in accordance with Part 23

of the Federal Aviation Regulations in
effect on March 13, 1971, or later; that is
to be certificated with a passenger
seating configuration, excluding pilot
seats, of 10 seats ormore (but not more
than 19 seats) at-a maximum certificated
takeoff weight of 12,500 pounds or less,
if the applicant complies with—

" (1) The regulations incorporated in the
type certificate; and

(2) The requirements of Appendix A
of Part 135 of the Federal Aviation
Regulations in effect on September 26,
1978.

(b) Contrary provisions of Parls 1, 21,
23, 91, 121, and 135 of the Federal
Aviation Regulations notwithstanding,
an applicant is entitled to an amended
or supplemental type certificate in the
normal category for a reciprocating or
turbopropeller powered multiengine
airplane that is to be certificated with a

* maximum takeoff weight in excess of

12,500 pounds, a maximum zero fuel
weight not in excess of 12,500 pounds,
and, where requested by the applicant,
an increase in passenger seating
configuration, if the applicant complies
with—

(1) The regulations incorporated in the
type certificate;

{2) The requirements of Appendix A
of Part 135 of the Federal Aviation
Regulations in effect on September 26,
1978 with the exceptions specified in
section 5 of this Special Federal
Aviation Regulation; and

(3) The additional requircments
specified in sections 7 through 14 of this:
Special Federal Aviation Regulation
applicable to takeoff weights in excess
of 12,500 pounds..

{c) Contrary provisions of Part 1 of the
Federal Aviation Regulations
notwithstanding, an airplane certificated
under paragraph {b) of this section is
considered to be a small airplane for
purposes. of Parts 21, 23, 36, 121, 135, and
139 of the Federal Aviation Regulutions,
and a large airplane for purposes of
Parts 61 and 91. Compliance with the
small airplane provisions of Part 36 of
the Federal Aviation Regulations. must
be shown at the maximum certificated
takeoff weight approved under this
Special Federal Aviation Regulation.

2. Eligibility. Any person may apply
for a supplemental type certificate (or an
amended type cerlificate in the case of a
type certificate holder) under this.
Special Federal Aviation Regulation.

3. Production limjitation. An amended
or supplemental type certificate issued
pursuant to section 1.(b) of this Special
Federal Aviation Regulation is effective
for the purpose of obtaining an original
or an amended airworthiness certificate,
until October 17, 1989 unless the type

cerlificate is sooner surrendered.
suspended, revoked, or terminated.

4. Restrictions. For airplanes
certificated undersection 1.(b} of this
Special Federal Aviation Regulation—

(a) The maximum zero fuel weight of
the airplane must be established as anr
operating limitation and may not exceed.
12,500 pounds; and

(b} The airworthiness certificate shall
be endorsed *This airplane at weights in
excess of 5,700 kg does not meet the
airworthiness requirements of ICAQ. as .
prescribed by Annex 8 of the. |
Convention on International Civil
Aviation.™

5. Exceptions. For purposes of
obtaining an amended or supplementat
type certificate under section 1.(b} of
this Special Federal Aviation
Regulation, the following exceptions
apply. All referdnces in this section ta
specific sections of Parts:23 and 25 ef
this chapter are to those in effect ox
September 26, 1978 if no other date is
given:

{a) Compliance with section 1 of
Appendix A of Part 135 of the Federal
Aviation Regulations is not required.

{b} Compliance may be shown with
the applicable regulations incorporated
in the type certificate in lieu of the:
requirements of Appendix A of Part 135
of the Federal Aviation Regulations for
takeofl weights 0f"12,500 pounds orless.
if the airplane was type certificated—

(1) Under FAR Part 23 in effect prior
to Amendment 23-10 and the:airplane is
to be used only in FAR Part 91
operations;

(2) Before July 1, 1970, in the normal
category with a passenger-seating
configuration, excluding any pilot seat.
of 10 seats or more, and meets special
conditions issued by the Administrator
for airplanes intended for use in
operations under FAR Part135; or

{3) Before July 1,1970; in the normal
category with a passenger seating
canfiguration, excluding any pilot seat,
of 10 seats or more, and meets the
additional airworthiness standards i
Special Federal Aviation Regulationr No.
23

(c) In lieu of compliance with sections
7., 19.(b)(3), and 19.(c) of Appendix A.of
Part 135 of the Federal Aviation
Regulations, comply with the following
at takeoff weights in excess of 12,500
pounds:

Landing

(a) The landing distance-must be
determined for standard atmosphere at
each weight; altitude, and wind within
the operational limits established by the
applicant in accordance with § 23.73(a) i
of this chapter effective March 30; 1967.
Instead of a gliding approach specified
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in § 23.75(a)(1), the landing may be
preceded by a steady approach down to
the 50-foot height at a gradient of
descent not greater than 5.2 percent (3°)
at a calibrated airspeed not less than 1.3
VSxo J ’
(b) The landing distance data must
include correction factors for not more °
than 50 percent of the nominal wind
components along the landing path
opposite to the direction of landing, and
not less than 150 percent of the nominal
.wind components along the landing path
in the direction of landing.

(d) In lieu of compliance with section
28 of Appendix A of Part 135 of the
Federal Aviation Regulations, comply
with the following:

Fatigue evaluation of flight structure.,
Unless it is shown that the structure,
operating stress levels, materials, and
expected use are comparable from a
fatigue standpoint to a‘similar design
which has had substantial satifactory
service experience, the strength, detail
design, and the fabrication of those
parts of the wing, wing carrythrough,
vertical fin, horizortal stabilizer, and

attaching structure whose failure would _

be catastrophic must be evaluted under
either— - -

(a) A fatigue strength investigation in
which the structure is shown by
analysis, tests, or both, to be able to.
withstand the repeated loads of variable
magnitude expected in service. Analysis
alone is acceptable only when it is -
conservative and applied to simple
structures; or . o

(b) A fail-safe strength investigation in
which it is shown by analysis, tests, or
both, that catastrophic failure of the
structure is not probable after fatigue, or
obvious partial failure, of a principal
structural element, and that the
remaining structure is ablé to withstand -
a static ultimate load factor of 75
percent of the critical limit load factor at
Ve. These loads must be multiplied by a
factor of 1.15 unless the dynamic effects

considered. .

(e) In lieu of compliance with section
32 of Appendix A of Part 135 of the
Federal Aviation Regulations, comply
with the following: .o

Doors and exits. The airplane must -
meet the requirements of §§23.783 and
23.807 (a)(3), (b), and (c) of this chapter,
and in addition tlie following
requirements: .

(a) Each cabin must have at least one
easily accessible external door. )

(b) There must be a.means to lock and
safeguard each external door against
opening in flight (either inadvertently by
persons or as a result of mechanical
failure or failure of a single structural, .
element). Each external door must be

-crash.

operable from both the inside and the
outside, éven though persons may be
crowded against the door on the inside
of the airplane. Inward opening doors
may be used if there are means to
prevent accupants from crowding
against the door to an extent that would
interfere with the opening of the door.
The means of opening must be simple
and obvious and must be arranged and
marked so that it can be readily located
and operated, even in darkness.
Auxiliary locking devices may be used.

{c) Each external door must be )
reasonably free from jainming as a
result of fuselage deformation in a minor

(d) Each external door must be
located where persons using it will not
be endangered by the propellers when
appropriate operating procedures are
used.

(e) There must be a provision for
direct visual inspection of the locking
mechanism by crewmembers to
determine whether external doors, for
which the initial opening movement is
outward (including passenger, crew,
service, and cargo doors), are fully
locked. In addition, there must be a
visual means to signal to'appropriate
crewmembers when normally used
external doors are closed and fully
locked. : I

{f) Cargo and service doors not

suitable for use as exits in an emergency .

need only meet paragraph {e) of section
5(e) of this regulation and be .
safeguarded against opening in flight as
a result of mechanical failure or failure
of a single structural élement.

(g} The passenger entrance door must
qualify as a floor level emergency exit, If
an integral stair is installed at such.a
passenger entry door, the stair must be
designed so that when subjected to the

inertia forces specified in § 23.561 of this -

chapter, and following the collapse of
one or more legs of the landing gear, it

_ will not interfere to an extent that will
of failure under static load are otherwise '

reduce the effectiveness of emergency
egress through the passenger entry door.
Each additional required emergency exit
except floor level exits must be located
overthe wing or must be provided with
acceptable means to assist the - ‘
occupants in descending to the ground.
In addition to the passenger entrance
door— - ‘

(1) For a total seating capacity of 15 or
less, an emergency exit, as defined in

§ 23.807(b} of this chapter, is required on -

each side of the cabin; ]
(2) For a total seating capacity of 16

- through 23, three-emergency exits, as

defined in §23.807(b) of this chapter, are
required with one on the same side as
the door and two on the sidé opposite
the door; and RS

-~

(3) For a total seating capacity in
excess of 23, the number of emergency
exits and their kind and distribution
must be approved by the Administrator.

(h) An evacuation demonstration must
be conducted utilizing the maximum
number of occupants for which

. certification is desired. It must be

conducted under simulated night
conditions utilizing only the emergency
exits on the most critical side of the
aircraft. The participants must ba
representative of average airline
passengers with no prior practice or
rehearsal for the demonstration,
Evacuation must be completed within 90
seconds,

(1) Each emergency exit must ba
marked with the word “Exit” by a sign
which has white letters 1 inch high on a
red background 2 inches high, be self-
illuminated or independently internally
electrically illuminated, and have a
minimum luminescence (brightness) of
at least 160 microlamberts, The colors
may be reversed if the passenger
compartment illumination is essentially
the.same. ,

(/)" Access to window fype emergency
exits may not be obstructed by seuts or
seat backs.

(k) The width of the main passenger
aisle at any point between seats must
equal or exceed the values in the,
following table: *

Minimum maln
passengar
aislo widthe=

Total
Less than 25 inchos

25In¢hes  and more
from tloor  from ficor

10 through < O "
over 23

9 inches
15 Inches

16 Inchos
20 inches

(f) In lieu of compliance with Section
45 of Appendix A of Part 135 of the
Federal Aviation Regulations, comply
with § 23.954 of this chapter.

{g) In lieu of compliance with Sectios
56 of Appendix A of Part 135 of the
Federal Aviation Regulations, comply
with the following!

Cowlings. The airplane must be
designed and constructed so that no fire
originating in any engine compartment .
can enter, either through openings or by
burn through, any other region whero it
would create additional hazards.

* (h) In lieu of complaince with Section
57 of Appendix A of Part 135 of the
Federal Aviation Regulations, comply
with § 25.863 of this chapter.

6. Additional requirements—general,
The additional requirements specified in
sections 7 through 14 apply to the *
certification of airplanes pursuant to
section 1,(b) of this Special Federal
Aviation Regulation,

[
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7. Compartment interiors.

{a) If smoking is to be prohibited,
there must be a placard so stating, and if
smoking is to be allowed—

(1) There must be an adequate number
of self-contained removable ashtrays;
and

(2) Where the crew compartment is
separated from the passenger
compartment, there must be at least one
sign (using either letters or symbols)
notifying all passengers when smoking
is prohibited. Signs which notify when
smoking is prohibited must—

(i) Be legible to each passenger seated
in the passenger cabin under all
probable lighting conditions; and

{ii) When illuminated, be so
constructed that the crew can turn them
onand off. -

(b) Each disposal receptacle for
towels, paper, or waste must be fully
enclosed and constructed of at least fire
resistant materials, and must contain
fires likely to occur in it under normal

_use. The ability of the disposal
receptacle to contain those fires under
all probable conditions of wear,
misalignment, and ventilation expected
in service must be demonstrated by test.
A placard containing the legible words
“No Cigarette Disposal” must be located
on or near each disposal receptacle
door.

{c) Lavatories must have “No
Smoking” or “No Smoking in Lavatory"
placards located conspicuously on each
side of the entry door, and self-
contained removable ashtrays located
conspicuously on or near the entry side
of each lavatory door, except that one
ashtray may serve more than one
lavatory door if it can be seen from the
cabin side of each lavatory door served.
The placards must have red letters at
least one-half inch high on a white
background at least one inch high: (A
“No smoking" symbol may be included
on the placard). .

{d) There must be at least one hand
fire extinguisher conventiently located
in the pilot compartment.

(e) There must be at least one hand
fire extinguisher conventiently located
in the passenger compartment.

8. Landing gear. Comply with
§§ 25.721(a)(2), (b}, and (c) of this

chapter in effect on September 26, 1978.

9. Fuel system components
crashworthiness. Comply with
§§ 25.963(d) and 25.994 of this chapter in
effect on September 26, 1978.

10. Shutoff means. Comply with
§ 23.1189 of this chapter in effect on
September 26, 1978. i

11. Fire detector and extinguishing
systems.

(a) Fire detector systems.

Pd

{1) There must be a means which

" ensures the prompt detection of a fire in

an engine compartment.

{2) Each fire detector must be
constructed and installed to withstand
the vibration, inertia, and other loads to
which it may be subjected in operation.

{3) No fire detector may be affected by
any oil, water, other fluids, or fumes that
might be present.

(4) There must be means to allow the
crew to check, in flight, the function of
each fire detector electric circuit.

{5) Wiring and other components of
each fire'detector system in an engine
compartment must be at least fire
resistant.

(b) Fire extinguishing systems.

(1) Except for combustor, turbine, and
tail pipe sections of turbine engine
installations that contain lines or
components carrying flammable fluids
or gases for which it is shown that a fire
originating in these sections can be
controlled, there must be a fire
extinguisher system serving each engine
compartment.

(2} The fire extinguishing system, the
quantity of the extinguishing agent, the
rate of discharge, and the discharge
distribution must be adequate to
extinguish fires. An individual “one
shot" system may be used. .

{3) The fire-extinguishing system for a
nacelle must be able to simultaneously
protect each compartment of the nacelle
for which protection is provided.

12, Fire extinguishing agents. Comply
with § 25.1197 of this chapter in effect
on September 26, 1978.

13. Extinguishing agent containers.
Comply with § 25.1199 of this chapter in
effect on September 26, 1978. .

14. Fire extinguishing system
materials. Comply with § 25.1201 of this
chapter in effect on September 28, 1978.

15. Expiration. This Special Federal
Aviation Regulation terminates on
October 17, 1981, unless sooner
rescinded or superseded.

PART 91—GENERAL OPERATING AND
FLIGHT RULES

2. By adding a new § 91.58 to read as
follows:

§91.58 Materials for compartment
interlors. . .

No person may operate an airplane -
that conforms to an amended or
supplemental type certificate issued in
accordance with SFAR NO. 41 for a
maximum certificated takeoff weight in
excess of 12,500 pounds, unless within
one year after issuance of the initial
airworthiness certificate under that
SFAR, the airplane meets the
compartment interior requirements set
forth in § 25.853(a), (b), (b-1), (b-2), and

{b-3) of this chapter in effect on
September 26, 1978.

PART 135—AIR TAXI OPERATORS
AND COMMERCIAL OPERATORS

3. By revising § 135.169 by deleting the
word “or" at the end of § 135.168(b)(3};
by deleting the period at the end of
§ 135.169(b)(4) and inserting a semicolon
in its place; by adding a new
§ 135.169(b)(5) and (b)(6) and by revising
§ 135.169(c)(2) to read as follows:

§135.169 Additional alrworthlness

requirements.
» - - - 4
* 5 &
(5) In the normal category and

complies with section 1.() of Special
Federal Aviation Regulation No. 41; or

{6) In the normal category and
complies with section 1.(b) of Special
Federal Aviation Regulation No. 41.

[c) IR IR

(2) An airplane that complies with—

(i) Appendix A of this part provided
that its passenger seating configuration,
excluding pilot seats, does not exceed 19
seats; or

(ii) Special Federal Aviation
Regulation No. 41.

4. By adding a new § 135.170 to read
as follows:

§ 135.170 Materals for compartment
Interlors. -

No person may operate an airplane
that conforms to an amended or
supplemental type certificate issued in
accordance with SFAR No. 41 fora
maximum certificated takeoff weight in -
excess of 12,500 pounds, unless within
one year after issuance of the initial
airworthiness certificate under that
SFAR, the airplane meets the
compartment interior requirements set
forth in § 25.853 (a), (b}, (b-1), (b-2), and
(b-3) of this chapter in effect on
September 26, 1978.

5. By amending § 135.399 to read as
follows: .

§135.399 Small nontransport category
alrplane performance operating limitations.
() No person may operate a
reciprocating engine or turbopropeller-
powered small airplane that is .
certificated under § 135.169(b) (2), (3),
(4). (5). or (6) unless that person
complies with the takeoff weight
limitations in the approved Airplane
Flight Manual or equivalent for
operations under this part, and, if the
airplane is certificated under
§ 135.169(b) (4) or (5) with the landing
weight limitations in the Approved
Airplane Flight Manual or equivalent for
operations under this part.
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(b) No person may operate an
airplane that is certificated under
§ 135.169(b)(6) unless that person
complies with the landing limitations
prescribed in §§ 135.385 and 135.387 of ,
this part. For purposes of this paragraph,
§§ 135.385 and 135.387 are applicable to
reciprocating and turbopropeller-
powered small airplanes
notwithstanding theirstated =~ -
applicability to turbine engine powered
large transport category airplanes.

{Secs. 313 (a), 601, 603, and 604, Federal
Aviation Act of 1958 (49 U.S.C. 1354(a), 1421,
1423, and 1424); sec. 6(c), Department of
Transportation Act (49 U.S.C. 1655(c))).
Note.—The FAA has determined that this
document involves a regulation which is not
significant under Executive Order 12044, as
implemented by DOT Regulatory Policies and
Procedures (44 FR 11034; February 26, 1979).

* A copy of the final evaluation prepared for
this action is contained in the regulatory
docket. A copy of it may be obtained by
writing to Raymond E. Ramakis, Safety |
Regulations Staff (AVS-24), Federal Aviation
Administration, 800 Independence Avenue,
S.W., Washington, D.C. 20591,

Issued in Washington, D.C., on September.
7,1979. ‘ '

Langhorne Bond,
Administrator. .

[FR Doc. 7628703 Filed 8~14-78; 8:45 am)
BILLING CODE 4810-13-M

14 CFR Part39
[Docket No. 79-WE-27-AD; Amdt. 39-3561]

Airworthiness Directives; Lockheed L-
1011 Airplanes v

AGENCY: Federal Aviation
Administration (FAA) DOT.
ACTION: Final rule. ™ .

:SUMMARY: This amendment adopts a
new Airworthinéss Directive {AD)
which requires installationofan | |
antifriction gasket on the flange of the "’
pressure relief door in the C~1A cargo
door assembly. The AD is necessary to
assure the retention of the “fail-safe”
operational capability of the pressiire
relief door which was established during
type certification.
DATES: Effective September 24, 1979.
Compliance schedule—As prescribed in
the body of the AD. :
ADDRESSES: The applicable service
information may be obtained from:
Lockheed-California Compary, P.O. Box
551, Burbank, California 91520, Attention:

Commercial Support Contracts, Department
63-11,U33, B4, -

Also, a copy of the service
information may be reviewed at, or a
copy obtained from:

Rules Docket in Room 916, FAA, 800
Independence Avenue, SW., Washington,
D.C. 20591, or .

Rules Docket in Room 6W14, FAA Western
Region, 15000 Aviation Boulevard, ‘
Hawthorne, California 90261.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Kyle L. Olsen, Executive Secretary,
Airworthiness Directive Review Board,
Federal Aviation Administration,
Western Region, P.O. Box 92007, World

. Way Postal Center, Los Angeles,

California 90009. Telephone: (2}3) 536—
6351. .

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The C-
1A cargo door is an outward opening
cargo door which is included in some of
the customer configurations of the L-
1011-385 series airplanes.The loss of .
the C-1A cargo door af operating -
altitudes could becatastrophic,
consequently this door and its
subassemblies and components has
been type certificated on a'*fail-safe""
basis in 1974. The function of the ™
pressure relief door, located in the
approximate geometrical center of the
C-~1A cargo door, is to preclude the -
pressurization of the fuselage if the C-
1A cargo door is not fully latched and
locked. The pressure relief door type
design of 1974 was based upon a “fail-
safe” concept of total operational
integrity when one of the four torsion

“springs, which rotate the door into a

fully open position, is inoperative or
missing. This “fail-safe” capability was
validated by an FAA witnessed’
demonstration conducted during the
type certification process of 1974.
Subsequently, Lockheed altered the
type design of the pressure relief door
torsion springs without conducting a
new “fail-safe’”” operational capability
demonstration. FAA post audit of the
type design alteration included a
demonstration of the pressure relief
door operation with the altered torsion
springs installed. This demonstration

" revealed a degradation in the
" .operational capability of the pressure

relief door with one of the four torsion
springs inoperative or missing. As a
result of this degradation in the “fail-
safe” operational capability of the
pressure relief door, Lockheed
developed an antifriction gasket whose

" installation on the pre%sure relief door

flange provides the full “fail-safe”
operational capability. A successful
demonstration of the pressure relief

. door “fail-safe” operational capability

with the antifriction gasket installed
was witnessed by FAA. Consequently,
installation of the antifriction gasket is

" required for all'L-1011-385-1, L-1011-

385-1-14, and 1-1011-385-1-15 airplanes
configured with a C-1A cargo door. The

pressur,é relief doors installed on Model
1-1011~385-3 airplanes include the
. antifriction gaskets in its type design.

"Adoption of the Amendment

Accordingly, pursuant to the authority
delegated to me by the Administrator,
Section 39.13 of Part 39 of the Federal
Aviation Regulations (14 CFR 39.13) is
amended, by adding the following new
airworthiness directive:

Lockheed-California Company. Applies to all
1-1011-385-1, L-1011-385-1-14, and L~
1011-385-1-15 airplanes certificated in
all categories, configured with a C-1A
cargo door.

Compliance required as indicated.

To assure the retention of “fail-safe"
operational capability of the pressure relief
door, accomplish the following:

(2) Within the next 300 hours time in .
service, unless already accomplished, install
the antifriction gasket on the flange of the
pressure relief door in accordance with the
FAA approved Lockhioed-California
Company Service Bulletin 093-52-133 tdated
May 30, 1979.

(b} Special flight permits may be issued, in
accordance with FAR 21.197 and 21.199, {o
operate airplanes to a base for the
accomplishment of modification required by
this AD. «

(C) Alternate modifications or other actions
which provide an equivalent level of safoty
may be used when approved by the Chiof,
Aircraft Engineering Division, FAA Western
Region. )

This amendment becomes effoctive
September 24, 1979,

(Secs. 313{a), 801, and 603, Federal Aviation

Act of 1956, as amended (49 U.S.C. 1354(a),

1421, and 1423); sec. 6(c) Department of

Transportation.Act (49 U.S.C. 1655(c)); and 14

CFR 11.89). !

Issued in Los Angeles, California on
September 6, 1979.

William R. Krieger, -

Acting Director, FAA Western Region,

[FR Doc. 7928687 Filed 9-14~79; 8:45 am} o

BILLING CODE 4910-13-1

14 CFR Part39 - .
[Docket No, 79-EA-43; Amdt, 39-3560]
Airworthiness Directives; Piper
Aircraﬂ ,

AGENCY: Federal Aviation
_Administration (FAA), DOT.
ACTION: Final rule.

SUMMARY: This amendment issiies a
new airworthiness directive applicable
to Piper PA-31 type airplanes which
requires operational restrictions, a
replacement and/or relocation
electroluminescent panel power supply
inverter. It appears that there has been
shoiting of the inverter causing smoke in
the cockpit. The inverter will be
replaced and relocated.
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EFFECTIVE DATE: September 25, 1979.
Compliance is required as set forth in
the AD.

ADDRESSES: Piper Service Bulletins may
be acquired from the manufacturer at
Piper Aircraft Corporation, 820 East
Bald Eagle Street, Lock Haven,
Pennsylvania 17745.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: W,
J. White, Systems & Equipment Section,
AEA-213, Engineering and
Manufacturing Branch, Federal Building,
J.F.K. International Airport, Jamaica,
New York 11430; Tel. 212-995-3372.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: Since
this deficiency can exist in other
airplanes of similar type design, an
airworthiness directive is being issued
requiring the replacement and relocation
of the inverters. In view of the air safety
problem, notice and public procedure
hereon are impractical and the
amendment may be made effective in
less than 60 days.

Adoption of the Amendment

-Accordingly, and pursuant to the
authority delegated to me by the
Administrator, § 39.13 of the Federal
Aviation Regulations {14 CFR 39.13) is
amended, by issuing a new
airworthiness directive, as follows:

- Piper: Applies to Model PA-31T1, Serial Nos.
31T-7804001 to 31T-7904016 inclusive,
and PA31T1, Serial Nos. 31T-7400002 to
31T-7920036, inclusive. i

To prevent possible hazards in flight
caused by a shorting of the
electroluminescent panel inverters creating
smoke in the cockpit.

(a) Within the next one hundred hours in
service or at the next scheduled inspection,
whichever occurs first, comply with the
instructions of Piper Service Bulletin No. 640
dated June 22, 1979, for the replacement and/
or relocation of the electroluminescent panel
power supply inverter.

(b) Upon request with substantiating data
submitted through an FAA Maintenance
Inspector, the compliance time specified in
this AD may be adjusted by the Chief,
Engineering and Manufacturing Branch, FAA
Eastern Region.

Effective date: This amendment is effective
September 25, 1979.

{Secs. 313{a), 601, and 603, Federal Aviation

Act of 1958, as amended, 49 U.S.C. 1354(a),

1421, and 1423; sec. 6(c), Department of

Transportation Act, 49 U.S.C. 1655(c); and 14

CFR11.89.)

Issued in Jamaica, New York, on

September 6, 1979.

Brian J. Vincent, *

Acting Director, Eastern Region.

[FR Doc. 78-28668 Filed 9-14-79; 8:45 am]

BILLING CODE 4910-13-M

14 CFR Part 39
{Docket No. 79-WE-23-AD; Amdt. 39-3558)
Alrworthiness Directives; Cessna

Model 210 Airplanes Modified per STC
SA3835WE

AGENCY: Federal Aviation
Administration (FAA) DOT,

AcTioN: Final rule,

SUMMARY: This amendment adopts a
new airworthiness directive (AD)
applicable to certain Cessna Model 210
airplanes incorporating Symbolic
Displays, Inc. fuel flow indicating
systems per STC SA3835WE. This AD is
required to prevent possible fuel leakage
and associated fire hazard which may
result in permanent subject
modification,
DATES: Effective September 17, 1979,
Compliance schedule—within 25
hours’ time-in-service, or thirly (30} days
from the effective date of this AD,
whichever occurs first.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Jerry Presba, Executive Secretary,
Airworthiness Directive Review Board,

. Federal Aviation Administration,

Western Region, P.O. Box 92007, World
Way Postaj Center, Los Angeles,
California 90009. Telephone: [213) 536~
6351,

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The FAA
issued STC SA3835WE on January 19,
1979 authorizing modification of certain
Cessna Model 210 airplanes. The
authorized modification involved the
installation of the Symbolic Displays,
Inc. fuel flow indicating system.
Subsequent to the original issuance of
STC SA3835WE, the FAA has
determined that a potential for fuel
leakage existed with the originally
specified installation. The STC was
therefore revised on June 12, 1979
substituting a hose assembly for the
originally specified NAS 4244 coupling,
with associated minor fuel line re-
routing.

The purpose of this AD is to make
mandatory the removyal of the fuel
leakage source which was part of the
original design data of STC SA3835WE.

Since a situation exists that requires
the immediate adoption of this
regulation, it is found that notice and
public procedure hereon are
impracticable and good cause exists for
making this amendment effective in less
than thirty (30) days.

Adoption of the Amendment
Accordingly, pursuant to the authority

" delegated to me by the Administrator,

§ 39.13 of Part 39 of the Federal Aviation
Regulations (14 CFR 39.13) is amended,

by adding the following new

airworthiness directive:

Cessna Aircraft Company: Applies to Cessna
Model 210L. Model T210L, Serial
Numbers 21061040 and subsequent,
Model 210M. Model T210M and Model
P210N series airplanes modified to
Incorporate Symbolic Displays, Inc. fuel
flow indicating system per STC
$A3835WE.

Compliance required within 25 hours® time-
in-service or thirty (30} days from the
effective date of this AD, whichever occurs
first, unless already accomplished.

To prevent a possible fuel leak caused by
the installation of Symbolic Displays, Inc.
fuel flow indicating system per STC
SA3835WE accomplish the following:

(a) Inspect the fuel flow transducer
fnstallation on the upper left side of the
engine near the fuel distributor manifold.

(b} If a 4 inch long flexible hose {Aeroquip
P/N AE7010001E0040 or Stratoflex P/N
11D417-4S-0040) is installed between the
transducer and the fuel distributor, no further
action is required per this AD.

(c) If an NAS 424-4 coupling is installed
between the fuel flow transducer and the fuel
distributor, remove and replace the coupling
with hose assembly Aeroquip Part Number
AE7010001E0040 or hose assembly Part
Number 111D417-45-0040 (Stratoflex).

Note—~Symbolic Displays, Inc. Service
Information Bulletin No. 72 dated June 15,
1979 and Installation Diagram Drawing No.
204724, Revision “'B,” pertain to this matter.

(d) Altemative inspections, modifications
or other actions which provide an equivalent
level of safety may be used when approved

by the Chicf, Aircraft Engineering Division,

FAA Western Region.

This amendment becomes effective
September 17, 1979.
[Secs. 313(a), 601, and 603, Federal Aviation
Act 0f 1938, as amended (49 U.S.C. 1354{a},
1421, and 1423); Sec. 6{c) Department of
Transportation Act (49 U.S.C. 1655(c)); and 14
CFR 11.89)

Issued in Los Angeles, Calif. on August 31,
1978,
William R, Krieger,
Acling Director, FAA Western Region.
(FR Doc. 7928701 Filed §-14-75%: &:45 a1}
BILLIXG CODE 4910-13-M

14 CFR Part 39

[Docket No., 78-WE-26-AD; Amdt. 39-3554]
Airworthiness Directives; McDonnell
Douglas Model DC-9 Series Airplanes

AGENCY: Federal Aviation
Administration (FAA) DOT.
ACTION: Final rule.

SUMMARY: This amendment amends an
exisling airworthiness directive (AD)
applicable to McDonnell Douglas Model
DC-9 airplanes by specifying revised
modification instructions for certain
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elements of the door lock crank

assembly. The amendment is needed

because the FAA has determined that
the modification instructions as
originally specified may in some cases
be inadequate to resolve the door -
operating mechanism rigging problem.

DATE: Effective September 13, 1979.

ADDRESSES: The applicable service

information may be obtained from:

McDonnell Douglas Corporation, 3855

Lakewood Boulevard, Long Beach,

California 90846, Attn: Director,

Publications and Training, C1-750 [54—

60).

Also, a copy of the service
information may be reviewed at, or a
copy obtained from:

Rules Docket in Room 916, FAA, 800
Independence Avenue, S.W., Washington,
D.C. 20591, 0r °

Rules Docket in Room 6W14, FAA Western

. Region, 15000 Aviation Boulevard,
Hawthorne, California 90261." °

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Jerry Presba, Executive Secretary,
Airworthiness Directive Review Board,
Federal Aviation Administration,
Western Region, P.O. Box 92007, World
Way Postal Center, Los Angeles,
California 80009. Telephone [213] 536—
6351. . ~
' SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: This
amendment amends Amendment 39—
3472, (44 FR 29434), AD 79-10-13 which -
requires inspection, rework, and
replacement, as necessary, of the
forward passenger entry doorlock
mechanism crank assembly on certain.
McDonnell Douglas Model DC-9 series
airplanes. After issuing Amendment 39—-
3472, the FAA has determined that
modification instructions for chamfenng
the P/N 491861313 clevis and P/N
4918613-11 crank specified in .
McDonnell Douglas S.B. 52-111 may in
some cases be madequate to provide
clearance in rigging the door operatmg
mechanism. Therefore, the AD i being
amended to provide for additional metal
removal, (chamfering), by specifying
revised dimensions contained in ~
Revision1 of S.B. 52-111; :
Since this amendment provides rehef
and imposes no additional burden on .
any person, notice and publicprocedure
hereon are unnecessary and the
amendment may be made effechve in
less than 30 days.

Adoption of the Amendment

Accordingly, pursuant to the authority
delegated to me by the Adminstrator,
§ 39.13 of Part 39 of thé Federal Aviation
Regulations (14 CFR 39.13) is amended,
by amendmg Amendment 39-3472 to

read in pertinent part as follows:” -
* * * * * T

v

(c) * * *, in accordance with the
instructions contained in Paragraph 2 of
McDonnell Douglas Service Bulletin 52-111,
Revision 1, dated May 31, 1979.

(c)(1)(ii) * * *, in accordance with the
instructions contained in Paragraph 2 of
McDonnell Douglas Service Bulletin 52-111,
Revision.1, dated May 31, 1979; or,

(c)(1)(iii) * * *, in accordance with the
instructions contained in Paragraph 2 of

. McDonnell Douglas Service Bulletin 52-111,

Revision 1,.dated May 31, 1979.
* * * * i

Amendment 39—3472 became effectlve
June 20, 1979.

This amendment becomes effechve

" September 13, 1979. .

{(Secs. 313(a), 601, and 603, Federal Aviation
Act of 1958, as amended {49 U.S.C. 1354(a},
1421, and 1423); Sec. 6(c) Department of
Transportation Act (49 U.S.C. 1855(¢)); and 14
CFR 11.89.)

Issued in Los Angeles, Cahforma on August
28,1979, -

William R. Krieger,

Acting Director, FAA Western Region. .
(FR Doc. 79-26698 Filed 9-14-79; 8:45 am} ’

BILLING CODE 4910-13-M '

14 CFR Part 39
[Docket No. 77-WE-26-Ad; Amdt. 39-3555).

Alrworthness Directives; McDonnell

.Douglas Model DC-9 Series Airplanes
-AGENCY: Federal Aviation

Administration (FAA) DOT.
AcTioN: Final rule.- -

SUMMARY: This amendment supersedes
a currently effective airworthiness
directive {AD) which requires

. inspection, and repair if necessary, of

the elevator spar of DC-9 -airplanes.

This amendment makes mandatory.
the X-ray inspections set out in
McDonnell Douglas Service Bulletin 55~
28, Revision 4, This AD is needed .

" because subsequent knowledge has

indicated-that the inspection procedures

. specified in the original AD are not °

completely adequate to the safety need.
DATES: Effective September 13, 1979.

Compliance schedule-As prescribed
in the body of the AD. ~ -

ADDRESSES: The applicable service

- information may be obtained from:

McDonnell Douglas Corporation, 3855
Lakewood Boulevard, Long Beach,
California-90848, Atin: Director,
Publications and Training, Cl—750[54—
60). . .

Also, a copy of the service
information may be reviewed at, or.a
copy obtained from:

Rules Docket in Room 916, FAA, 800

. Independence Avenue, SW., Washmgton,
- D.C. 20591,.0r

Rules Docket in Room 6W14, FAA Westorn
Region, 15000 Aviation Boulevard,
Hawthorne, California 920261,

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Jerry Presba, Executive Secretary,
Airworthiness Directive Review Board,
Federal Aviation Administration,
Western Region, P.O. Box 92007, World
Way Postal Center, Los Angeles,
California 80009. Telephone. (213) 536~
6351.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: AD 76~
01-12 requires inspection for cracks and
repair or replacement of the elevator
spar on McDonnell Douglas Model DC-9
series airplanes. Subsequent to the
issuance of AD 78-01-12, a notice wasg
issued in the Federal Register at
44FR5674 which proposed to amend the
existing AD by requiring a repetitive

- inspection interval of 1800 hours' time-

in-service on certain elevator spar
repairs. No adverse comments on this
proposal were received, and the FAA
was in the process of preparing the
amendment, when additional
information relative to the adequacy of
the inspection techniques specifiod in
the original AD was received.
Specifically the FAA learned that cracks
in the root section of the elevator spar
might go undetected using X-ray
techniques specified in the cited
McDonnell Douglas Service Bulletin,
Revision 3. Revision 4 of Service Bulletin
55-28 contains adequate instructions for
detection of these cracks. Therefore, the
FAA is superseding AD 78~-01-12 with a
new amendment requiring the X-ray
inspection methods of Revision 4 of
Service Bulletin 55-28 and incorporating
the provisions of the notice of proposed
rule-making.

Since the revised inspection
techniques are required at the next
regularly scheduled repetitive inspection
required by the supersbded AD, no
additional burden is imposed on any
person. Notice and public procedure’
hereon are therefore unnecessary and
good cause exists for making this
amendment effective in less than thirty
(30} days.

Adoption of the Amendment

Accordingly, pursuant to the authority
delegated to me by the Adminstrator,
§ 39.13 of Part 39 of the Federal Aviation
Regulations (14 CFR 39.13) is amended,
by adding the following new
airworthiness directive:

McDonnell Douglas: Applies to certain Model
DC-9 series airplanes, certificated in all
categories, including Military Type C-9A,
C-9B and VC-9C, serial numbers
corresponding to fuselage numbers 1
through 839 as identified in McDonnell
Douglas Service Bulletin 55-28, Revision
4, dated May 18, 1979,
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Compliance required within the next 3400
hours’ time-in-service unless already
accomplished within the past 200 hours’ time-
in-service, and thereafter at intervals not o
exceed 3600 hours' time-in-service, on-all
airplanes with over 5000 hours’ time-in-
service as of, and after, February 13, 1978.
Accomplishment of superseded AD 78-01-12
may be credited as accomplishment of this
AD until the effective date of this AD.

{a) Perform an X-ray inspection of the
elevator spars, P/N 9918450-1 or -501 in
accordance with instructions contained in
paragraph 2 of McDonnell Douglas DC-9
Service Bulletin 55-28, Revision 4, dated May
18, 1979.

{b) Cracked parts found during any of the
inspections of paragraph (a) which do not
exceed the crack limits and McDennell
Douglas DC-9 Service Bulletin 55-28,
Revision 4, dated May 18, 1979 may be
continued in service. However, in addition to
the 3600 hour repetitive general inspection
requirements of paragraph (a), the area 12
inches inboard and outboard of all cracks
must be X-ray or dye penetrant inspected at
intervals not to exceed the following:

{1) Length of longest crack up to 2 inches—
800 hours time-in-service.

(2} Length of longest crack between 2 and 4
inches—400 hours’ time-in-service.

{c)  cracks are found during any
reinspections of paragraphs {a} or [b) whxch
exceed the crack limits of McDonnell Douglas
DC-8 Service Bulletin 55-28, Revision 4,
_dated May 18, 1979, the cracked spar must be
repaired or replaced before further flight. If
the cracked spar is repaired per McDonnell
Douglas Service Sketch 27378, the inspection
procedures in paragraph (a)} of this AD must -
be accomplished within 1800 hour’ time-in-
service after the repair and at intervals of
1800 hours’ time-in-service thereafter.

(d) Special flight permits may be issued in
accordance with FAR 21.197 and 21.199 to
operate airplanes to a base for the
accomplishment of inspections required by
this AD.

(e} If the original 7075-T651 spars (P/N
99184501 or -501) are replaced with 7075-
T7351 spars (PN 9918450~503), the inspection
requirements of this AD will not apply to that
airplane.

{f) Alternative inspections, modifications or
other actions which provide an equivalent
level of safety may be used when approved
by the Chief, Aircraft Engineering Division,
FAA Western Region.

(g) Upon request of operator, an FAA
maintenance inspector, subject to prior
approval of the Chief, Aircraft Engineering
Division, FAA Western Region may adjust
the initial and repetitive inspection intervals
specified in this AD to permit compliance at
an established inspection period of the
operator if the request contains
substantiating data to justify the increase for
that operator.

This supersedes Amendment 39-3119.

Amendment 39-3119 became effective
February 13, 1978.

This amendment becomes effective
September 13, 1979.

[Secs. 313{a), 601, and 603, Federal Aviation
Act of 1958, as amended (49 U.S.C. 1354(a),

1421, and 1423); Sec. 6{c) Departmentof °
Transportation Act (49 U.S.C. 1655{c)); and 14
CFR 11.89.]

Issued in Los Angeles, California on August
28,“1979.
William R. Krieger,
Acting Director, FAA Western Region.
[FR Doc. 79-26699 Filed 8-14-7%: 8:45 am)
BILLING CODE 4910-13-M

14 CFR Part 39

[Docket No. 79-WE-10-AD; Amdt. 39-3557]
Alnvorthlness‘Dlrectlves; McDonnell
Douglas DC-10 Serles Airplanes

AGENCY: Federal Aviation
Administration (FAA) DOT.
ACTION: Final rule.

SUMMARY: This notice amends a
currently effective airworthiness
directive {AD) which requires repetilive
inspections of the Model DC-10 wing
mounted pylons. This AD is required to
provide clarification of certain
inspection requirements and, in
addition, adds a specific non-destruclive
testing inspection requirement.

DATES: Effective September 17, 1979,
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT?
Jerry Presba, Executive Secretary,
Airworthiness Direclive Review Board,
Federal Aviation Administration,
Western Region, P.O, Box 92007, World
Way Postal Center, Los Angeles,
California 90009. Telephone: (213) 536—
6351.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: This
amendment amends Amendment 39~
3513, (44 FR 45375), AD 79-15-03 which
currently requires repetitive and special
inspections of wing mounted engine
pylons on McDonnell Douglas Model
DC-10 series airplanes.

After the issuance of Amendment 39—
3513, the FAA received several requests
for clarification of the special inspection
requirements of paragraph (g} of the AD.
In addition, a procedure for non-
destructive testing of the titanium upper
forward spherical bearing plug has heen
developed, which provides a higher
level of confidence in crack detection
capability.

Therefore, the FAA is amending
Amendment 38-3513 by the addition of
clarifying limitations to the list of
special inspection conditions and by the
addition of a non-destructive testing
requirement to the titanium upper
forward spherical bearing plug
inspection requirements of paragraph
{m) of the AD.

Since the amendment proposed is
clarifying in nature and involves a
situation that requires the immediate

adoption of this regulation, it is found
that notice and public procedures
hereon are impracticable and good
cause exists for making this amendment
effective in less than thirty (30) days.

Adoption of the Amendment

Accordingly, pursuant to the authority
delegated to me by the Administrator,
Section 39.13 of Part 39 of the Federal
Aviation Regulations (14 CFR 39.13) is
amended, by amending Amendment 39—
3513, (44 FR 45375), AD 79-15-03,
paragraphs (g) and (m)to read in
pertinent part as follows:

*

* . . *

(8) Inspect pylon for structural integrity

c. Engine vibration which wonld require
engine removal, and/or critical engine failure.

e. Compressor stalls requiring engine
removal.

(m) After each installation of pylons with
titanium * * *.

(3) Remove and retain through bolt, nut and
washers and perform a detailed visual
inspection of the through bore of the phxg
body (near the nut end of the plug), by using
a borescope or other appropriate optical aids.
No cracks or separations are permitted.

(4) Perform an ultrasonic inspection of the
plug body adjacent to the through bore for
cracks particularly near the nut end. No
cracks or separations are permitted.

(5) Remove all traces of couplant and
reassemble per DC-10 maintenance manual.
Tighten LH7461T-144 nut to a torque value of
500-600 inch-pounds.

(6) Torque stripe nut to bolt and revert to
gpeliﬁve fnspection interval as preseribed in

is AD.

L * * + L d

Amendment 33-3513 became effective
July 13, 1979.

This amendment becomes effective
September 17, 1979.

[Secs. 313(a), 601, and 603, Federal Aviation
Act of 1958, as amended (49 U.S.C. 1354(a),
1421, and 1423}; Sec. 6{c) Department of
Transportation Act (49 U.S.C. 1655(c})); and 14
CFR 11.89}

Issued in Los Angeles, California on
September 4, 1979.
William R. Krieger,
Acting Director, FAA Western Region.
(FR Doe. 79-22702 Filed 5-14-70: 845 am)
BILUNG CODE 4910-13-M

14 CFR Part 71
[Alrspace Docket No. 73-EA~17]

Alteration of Control Zone; New York,
N.Y. (J.F.K. International Airport)

AGENCY: Federal Aviation
Administration (FAA), DOT.
ACTION: Final rule.

SUMMARY: This amendment alters the
New York, N.Y. {J.F.X. International




-

53736

Féderal Register / Vol. 44, No..iBi_ | Monday, September 17, 1979 / Rules and Regulations

Airport) Control Zone to increase the
zone. The additional control zone
airspace would permit the United States
Coast Guard (USCG) search antl rescue
helicopters and New York City Police |
Department (NYPD) helicopters to
depart and arrive EGAS Brooklyn
Airport under Special Visual Flight
Rules (VFR) meteorological conditions.

EFFECTIVE DATE: 0901 GMT November
29, 1979.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Charles . Bell, Airspace and Procedures
Branch, AEA-~530, Air Traffic Division, -
Federal Aviation Administration, -
Federal Building, ].F.K. International

" Airport, Jamaica, New York 11430,
Telephone (212) 995-3391.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The
purpose of this amendment to Subpart F
of the Federal Aviation Regulations (14
CFR Part 71)'is to alter a control zone.
On page 36199 of the Federal Register
for June 21, 1979, the FAA published a
proposed amendment to designate the
subject transition area. Interested -
parties were given time in which to

submit comments. No objections were

received,
Adoption of the Amendment

Accordingly, pursuant to the authority
delegated to me by the Administrator,
Subpart F of Part 71 of the Federal
Aviation Regulations (14 CFR Part 71) is
amended, effective 0901 GMT November
29, 1979, as published. .

(Sec. 307(a), and 313(a), Federal Aviation Act
of 1958 (49 U.S.C. 1348(a) and 1354(c)); sec.-
6(c) of the Department of Transportation Act
(49 U.S.C. 1655(c)); and 14 CFR 11.69.)

Issued in Jamaica, New York, on August 30. o

1979,
Murray E. Smith, ' -
Director, Eastern Region.

1. Amend § 71.171 of Part 71 of the
Federal Aviation Regulations so as to
amend the description of the'New York, -
N.Y. (J.F.K. International Airport)
Control Zone as follows:

In the text, deleted “Within a 5-mile .
radius of the center, 40°38'25" N.,
73°46'41" W., of John F. Kennedy
International Airport,” and substitute
therefor, “Within a 5-mile radius of the
- center, 40°38'25" N., 73°46'41” W., of
John F: Kennedy Airport; within a 3-m11e
radius of the center 40°35'30" N.,
73°53'30" W.” of CGAs Brooklyn
Airport, Brooklyn, N.Y. ’
{FR f)oc. 78-28690 filed 8-14-79; 8:45 am] ’
BILLING CODE 4910-13-M .

™~

** EFFECTIVE DATE: 0901 GMT November. -

14 CFR Part 71

\[Airspace Docket No. 79~EA-8]

Alteration of Transition Area,
Cumberland, Md. o

_ AGENCY: Federal Aviation

Administration (FAA), DOT.
AcTION: Final rule.

SUMMARY: This amendment alters the
Cumberland, Md., Transition Area, over
Cumberland Mumcxpal Airport,
Cumberland, Md. This alteration will
provide protection to aircraft executing
the new instrument approach based on

- the localizer and distance measuring
" equipment for Runway 23, which has

been‘ developed for the airport. An
instrument approach procedure requires
the designation of controlled airspace to

protect instrument aircraft utilizing the

instrument approach.

29, 1979.

" FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT.

Charles J..Bell, Airspace and Procedures
Branch, AEA-530, Air Traffic Division,
Federal Aviation Administration,.
Federal Building, J.F.K. International
Airport, Jamaica, New York 11430,

" Telephone (212) 995-3391.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The
purpose of this amendment to Subpart G
of Part 71 of the Federal Aviation
Regulations (14 CFR Part 71) is to alter a
transition area. The rule resulted from
the development of a new instrument
approach for the airport. On page 18042
of the Federal Register for March 26,
1979, the FAA published a proposed
amendment to alter the subject_

,transmon area. Interested parhes were :

given time in which to submit comments
No objections were received.

Adoption of the Amendment

" - Accordingly, pursuant to the authority

delegated to me by the Administrator,
Subpart G of Part 71 of the Federal
Aviation Regulations (14 CFR Part 71) is
amended, effective 0901 GMT November
29, 1979, as published. -

(Sec. 307(a), and 313(a), Federal Aviation Act
of 1958 (49 U.S.C. 1348(a) and 1354{c)); sec.
6(c) of the Department of Transportation Act

- (49 U:S.C. 1655{c)); and 14 CFR 11.69.)

Issued in Jamaica, New York, on August 30,
1978.

Murray E. Smith,
Director, Eastern Region.

1. Amend Section 71.181 of Part 71 of

- the Federal Aviation Regulations so as™

to amend the description of the
Cumberland, Md.; 700-foot floor
transition area as follows:

In the text, delete “extending from the
8.5 mile radius area to 11.5 miles north

of the RBN.” and substitute therefor,
“extending from the 8.5 mile radius area
to 11.5 miles north of the RBM! within
3.5 miles each side of the Cumberlund
Municipal Airport localizer northeast
course extending from the 8,5 mile
radius area to 18 miles northeast of tho
localizer.”

{FR Doc. 79-28093 Filed 9-14-75; 645 am] '

BILLING CODE 4910-13-M

14 CFR Part 71 .

[Airspace Docket No. 78-EA-114]
AlteratioTn of Transition Area;
Ogdenspurg, N.Y.

» AGENCY: Federal Aviation
Administration (FAA), DOT,
ACTION: Final rule.

SUMMARY: This amendment alters the
Ogdensburg, N.Y., Transition Area, over
Ogdensburg Internahonnl Airport,
Ogdensburg, N.Y. This alteration is
required due to development of a new
.LOC RWY 27 instrument approach
procedure. The instrument approach
procedure requires a widening of the -
transition area extension to protect
aircraft utilizing the instrument
approach.-

" EFFECTIVE DATE! 0901 GMT November
29, 1979.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT.
Charles J. Bell, Airspace and Procedures
Branch, AEA~530, Air Traffic Division,
Federal Aviation Administration,
Federal Building, J.F.K. International
Airport, Jamaica, New York 11430,
Telephone (212) 995-3391.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: A Notice
of Proposed Rulemaking was published
in the Federal Register on Monday,
January 29, 1979, 50 as to alter the
subject transition area. Interested
parties were given time in which to
submit comments. No objections were
received. j ‘

Adoption of the Amendment

Accordingly, pursuant to the authority
delegated to me by the Administrator,
Subpart G of Part 71 of the Federal
Aviation Regulations (14 CFR Part 71} {s
amended, effective 0901 GMT November

© 29,1979, as published.
(Secs. 307(a), and 313(a), Federal Aviation
Act of 1958 (49 U.S.C. 1346(a) and 1354(c));
sec. 6(c) of the Department of Transportation
Act (49°U.5.C. 1655(c)); and 14 CFR 11.69) -

Issued in Jamaica, Ne.w York, on August 30,
1979.

Murray E. Smith,
Director, Eastern Region.

1. Amend § 71.181 of Part 71 of the
Federal Aviation Regulations by S
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amending the description of the
Ogdensburg, N.Y., 700-foot floor
transition area as follows:

a. Delete, *within 3.5 miles each side
of a 075° bearing from the Ogdensburg
RBN, (44°41"30" N., 75°24'25" W.},
extending from the 5-mile radius area to
11.5 miles east of the RBN.”

b. Following, “Ogdensburg
International Airport, Ogdensburg,
N.Y.,” insert, “; within 4.5 miles each
side of a 075° bearing from the
Ogdensburg RBN (44°41'30"” N., 75°24'25"
W.} extending from the RBN to 11.5
miles east of the RBN,"”

(FR Doc. 79-28692 Filed §-14-72; £:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4910-13-M

14 CFR Part 71

[Airspace Dockét No. 79-ASW-24]
Designation of Transition Area:
Socorro, N. Mex.

AGENCY: Federal Aviation
Administration (FAA), DOT.
ACTION: Final rule.

SUMMARY: The nature of the action
being taken is to desigiate a transition
area at Socorro, NM. The intended effect
of the action is to provide controlled
airspace for aircraft executing a new
instrument approach procedure to the
Socorro Municipal Airport. The
circumstance which created the need for
the action is the establishment of a
nondirectional radio beacon (NDB) 5
miles north of the airport. Coincidesit
with this action, the airport is changed
from Visual Flight Rules (VFR) to
Instrument Flight Rules (IFR].

EFFECTIVE DATE: November 29, 1979.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Manuel R. Hugonnett, Airspace and
Procedures Branch [ASW-536), Air
Traffic Division, Southwest Region,
Federal Aviation Administration, P.O. _
Box 1683, Fort Worth, Texas 76101;
telephone (817) 624-4911, extension 302.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
History

On July 12, 1979, a notice of proposed
rule making was published in the
Federal Register (44 FR 40652) stating
that the Federal Aviation
Administration proposed to designate a
transition area at Socorro, NM.
Interested persons were invited to
participate in this rule making
proceeding by submitting comments on
the proposal to the Federal Aviation
Administration. No objections were
- received to the proposal. Except for

editorial changes this amendment is that
proposed in the notice.

The Rule

This amendment to Subpart G of Part
71 of the Federal Aviation Regulations
(14 CFR 71) designates the Socorro, NM,
transition area. This action provides
controlled airspace from 700 feet above
the ground for the protection of aircraft
executing instrument approach

.procedures to the Socorro Municipal

Airport.
Adoption of the Amendment

Accordingly, pursuant to the authority
delegated to me by the Administrator,
Subpart G of Part 71 (71.181) of the
Federal Aviation Regulations {14 CFR
Part 71) as republished (44 FR 442) is
amended, effective 0901 GMT,
November 29, 1979, by adding the
Socorro, NM, transition area as follows:

Socorro, N. Mex.

‘That airspace extending upward from 700
feet above the surface within an 8-mile radius
of the center of the Socorro Municipal Airport
{latitude 34°01'17.7"" N., longitude 108°53'58.7"
W.), excluding airspace west of longitude
107°00°00" W,

(Sec. 307(a), Federal Aviation Act of 1958 (48
U.S.C. 1348{a); and Sec. 6(c), Department of
Transportation Act (49 U.S.C, 1655(c)}.)

Note.—~—The FAA has determined that this
document involves a regulation which is not
significant under Executive Order 12044, as
implemented by DOT Regulatory Policies and
Procedures (44 FR 11034; February 26, 1979).
Since this regulatory action involves an
established body of technical requirements
for which frequent and routine amendments
are necessary to keep them operationally
current and promote safe flight operations,
the anticipated impact is so minimal that this
action does not warrant preparation of a
regulatory evaluation,

Issued in Fort Worth, Texas, on August 31,
1979.

Henry N. Stewart,

Acting Director, Southwest Region.
{FR Doc. 73-26061 Filed 8-14-78; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4910-13-8

14 CFR Part 71
[Airspace Docket No. 79-EA-14]

Correction to Docket; Rochester, N.Y.
Transition Area and Control Zone

AGENCY: Federal Aviation
Administration (FAA), DOT
AcCTION: Final rule.

sumMMARY: This amendment corrects the
subject docket which altered the
Rachester, N.Y. Transition Area and
Control Zone. This amendment will
correct only the transition area so as to
delete reference to the Ledgedale
Airpark and the exclusion of the
Rochester, N.Y. Transition Area.

EFFECTIVE DATE: Upon publication in the
Federal Register.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Charles J. Bell, Airspace and Procedures
Branch, AEA-530. Air Traffic Division,
Federal Aviation Administration,
Federal Building, ] F.K. International
Airport, Jamaica, New York 11430,
Telephone (212) 995-3391.

Adoption of the Amendment

Accordingly, pursuant to the authority
delegated to me by the Administrator,
Airspace Docket No. 79-EA-14 is
amended, effective upon publication in
the Federal Register, as follows:

1.In Item 2, delete all after words
“west of the VORTAC.”

Section 307(a), and 313(a), Federal Aviation
Act of 1938 (49 U.S.C. 1348(a) and 1334{c}};
see, 6{c) of the Department of Transportation
Act (49 U.S.C. 1655(c)); and 14 CFR 11.69.

Issued in Jamaica, New York, on August 30,

1979.

Murray E. Smith,

Director, Eastern Region.

(FR Doc. 78-22700 Filed 8~14-7%; 8:45 am}
BILLING CODE 4910-13-M

14 CFR Part 71
[Airspace Dacket No. 79-SW-18]
Alieraﬁon of Victor Airways

AGENCY: Federal Aviation
Administration (FAA), DOT.
ACTION: Final rule.

SUMMARY: This amendment redesignates
alternate airway V-163W between
Brownsville, Tex., and Corpus Christi,
Tex., as V-70. This alteration is
necessary in order to simplify air traffic
control instructions to foreign pilofs. On
occasion, language differences and
similar sounding airways can be
misunderstood by some foreign pilofs,
thereby creating additional controller
workload.
EFFECTIVE DATE: November 29, 1979.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Mr. Lewis W. Still, Airspace Regulations
Branch {AAT-230), Airspace and Air
Traffic Rules Division, Air Traffic
Service, Federal Aviation
Administration, 800 Independence
Avenue, SW., Washingtfon, D.C. 20591;
telephone: (202) 426-8525.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
History

On July 26, 1979, the FAA proposed to .
amend Part 71 of the Federal Aviation
Regulations (14 CFR Part 71) to rename
V-163W between Brownsville, Tex., and
Corpus Christi, Tex., as V~70. There
have been Incidents where foreign pilots
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have been cleared from Brownsville via
V-163W and the pilots proceeded via V-
163. Similar sounding airways
apparently cause the confusion. This
action redesignates V-163W between
Brownsville and Corpus Christi as V-70.
This amendment is the same as that
proposed in the notice except the radials
describing V-163W and V-70 were not
correct and are redescribed in this final
rule. Subpart C of Part 71 of the Federal
Aviation Regulations was republished in
the Federal Register on January 2, 1979,
(44 FR 307). Interested persons were
invited to participate in the rulemaking
.proceeding by submitting written
comments onthe proposal to the FAA,
No comments ob]ectmg to the proposal -
were received.

The Rule

This amendment to Part 71 of the
Federal Aviation Regulations (14 CFR
Part 71) renames V-163W between
Brownsville, Tex., and Corpus Christi,
Tex., V-70. This change will end the
route confusion experienced by foreign
pilots due to similar sounding airways.
By renaming V-163W, “V-70,” there will

" be no doubt as to the route segment the .
foreign pilot will follow when given an -
air traffic clearance. This action reduces
controller workload, increases safety
and aids flight planning,

Adoption of the Amendment

Accordingly, pursuant to the authority. -

delegated to me by the Administrator,
Subpart C of Part 71 of the Federal *
Aviation Regulations (14 CFR Part 71) as
republished (44 FR 307) is amended,
effective 0901 GMT, November 29,1979,

- as follows:

Under V-163 “via Brownsville, Tex.; INT of
Brownsville 358° and Corpus Chnsh Tex.,.
178° radials;” is deleted and “Brownsville,
Tex., 27 miles standard width, 37 miles 7
miles wide (3 miles E and 4 miles W of
centerline), Corpus Christi, Tex.;" is
substituted therefor.

Under V=70 “From Corpus Christi, Tex "
via" is deleted and “From
Brownsville, Tex., via INT
Brownsville.338° and Corpus Chnstl,
Tex., 193° radials; Corpus Chnstl," is
substntuted thérefor. :

(Secs. 307(a) and 313(a), Federal Aviation Act

of 1958 (49 U,S.C: 1348(a} and 1354(a)); Sec.

6(c), Department of Transportation Act (49

U.5.C. 1655(c)); and 14 CFR 11.69.)
Note.—The FAA has determined that this

document involves a regulation which is not

significant under Executive Order 12044, as
implemented by DOT Regulatory Policies and
* Procedures (44 FR 11034; February 26, 1979).

Since this regulatory action involves an

established body of technical requirements

for which frequent and routine amendments
. are necessary to keep them operationally -
current and promote safe flight operations,

the anticipated impact is so minimal that this
action does not warrant preparatron ofa
regulatory evaluation.

Issued in Washmgton, D. C on September

-7,1979. , .

leham E. Broadwater,

Chief, Airspace and Air Tmfflc RuIes
Division.

[FR Do¢. 79-28516 F‘]ed 9-14-78; 8.45 um] .
BILLING CODE 4910-13-# X

14 CFR Parts 71 and 75 -
[Alrspace Docket No. 79-WA-10]
Alteratlon of Jet Routes—Correctlon

AGENCY' Federal Aviation
Administration (FAA), DOT.

" ACTION: Correction to final rule.

" suMMARY: In a rule published in the ~

Federal Register of August 13, 1979, Vol.
44, pdge 47326, that amended the
description of several jet routes beause
the Ontario, Calif.,, VORTAC was
renamed “Paradise.” The low altitudé’
compulsory reporting point “Ontario,
Calif.” was inadvertently omitted from

“thé name change This action corrects

that omission.
EFFECTIVE DATE: October 4, 1979.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Mr. Lewis W. Still, Airspage Regu]atxons

- Branch (AAT-230), Airspace and Air

Traffic Rules Division, Air Traffic
Service, Federal Aviation °
Administration, 800 Independence
Avenue, SW., Washington, D.C. 20591;
telephone: (202) 426-8525, .

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: Federal
Register Document 79-24814 was
published on August 13, 1979 (44 FR
47326).and amended the description of
eight jet routes because the Ontario,
Calif., VORTAC was renamed
“Paradise” with an effective date of
October 4, 1979. Inadvertently, the
Ontario, Calif,, low altitude compulsory
reporting point which is also affected by
the name change was omitted. Action is
taken herein to correct that omission.

. Since this amendment is editorial in

nature, it is a minor matter on which the.
public would have no particular desire
to comment, notice and public procedure
thereon are unnecessary. ,

Adophon of the Amendment .

Accordingly, pursuant to the authority
delegated to me by the Administrator,
Federal Register Document 7924814 as.
pubhshed on August 13, 1879, on page
47326, is amended as follows:; , . -

" ) Under § 71.203 Domestic loiv altitude -

reportmg points “Ontario, Calif.” is deleted
and “Paradise, Calif.” is substituted
therefor. . & i

(Secs: 307(a) and 313(a), Federal Aviation Act
“of 1958 (49 U.S.C. 1348(a) and 1354(a)); Sec,
8(c), Department of Transportation Act (49
U.S.C. 1655(c)); and 14 CFR 11.69.)

Note.—The FAA has determined that this
document involves a regulation which is not
significant under Executive Order 12044, as
implemented by DOT Regulatory Policies and
Procedures (44 FR 11034; February 26, 1979).
Since this regulatory action involved an
established body of technical requiroments
for which frequent and routine amondmonts
are necessary to keep them operationally .
current and promote safe light operationg,
tHe anticipated impact is so minimal that this
action does not warrant preparation of a
regulatory evaluation.

Issued in Washtngton D.C., on Septombor 6,
1979,

William E. Broadwater,

Chief, Airspace and Air Traffic Rules
Division. ,

{FR Doc. 78-28618 Filed 8-14-79; 8:45 am] P
BILLING CODE 4910-13-M

14CFRPart73
[Airspace Docket No. 79-WE~11]

Alteration of Restricted Area;
Correction

AGENCY: Federal Avratron
Administration (FAA), DOT.

ACTION: Correction to final rule,

SUMMARY: In a rule publistxed in the
Federal Register on August 13, 1979, Vol,

. 44, page 47325, under the section

describing R-2501N, one set of
coordinates in the fifth line was ‘
inadvertently omitted. This action
corrects that error and thereby conforms
to the area currently charted as R-
2501N.

EFFECTIVE DATE: October 4, 1979,

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:

Mr. Lewis W. Still, Airspace Regulations -
Branch (ATT-230), Airspace and Air
Traffic Rules Division, Air Traffic

- Service, Federal Aviation -

Administration, 800 Independence
Avenue, SW., Washington, D.C, 20591; '
telephone: (202) 426-8525,
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: Fodcml
Register Document 79-24815 was
published on August 13, 1979, (44 FR
47325) and altered Restricted Area R-
2501 by changing.the internal

boundaries of its four subdivisions. The
existing lateral and vertical limits of R~
2501 remained the same. Inadvertently,
one set of coordinates in R-2501N was
omitted and action is taken herein to
correct that omission. Subpart B of Part
73 of the Federal Aviation Regulations
was published in the Federal Register on
January 2, 1979, (44 FR 675). Since this
correction is a minor matter upon which
the public would have no particular
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desire to comment, I find that notice and
public procedure are unnecessary.

Adoption of the Amendment

Accordingly, pursuant to the authority
delegated to me by the Administrator,
Federal Register Document 79-24815 as
published in the Federal Register on
August 13, 1979, page 47325 in the fifth
line, describing R-2501N, Bullion
Mountains North, Calif., after
coordinates 34°41"15” N.; 116°04'30"” W.;
add:
“34°41°00” N.; 116°03'00" W.;” all after

remains the same.
{Secs. 307(a) and 313(a), Federal Aviation Act
of 1958 (49 U.S.C. 1348(a) and 1354(a)); Sec.
6{c), Department of Transportation Act (49
U.S.C. 1855(c}); and 14 CFR 11.69.)

Note.—The FAA has determined that this

_ document involves a regulation which is not

significant under Executive Order 12044, as
implemented by DOT Regulatory Policies and
Procedures {44 FR 11034; February 26, 1979).
Since this regulatory action involves an
established body of technical requirements
for which frequent and routine amendments
are necessary to keep them operationally
current and promote safe flight operations,
the anticipated impact is so minimal that this
action does not warrant preparation of a
regulatory evaluation.

Issued in Washington, D.C., on September
7,1979.

William E. Broadwater,

Chief, Airspace and Air Traffic Rules
Division. ’

fFR Doc. 79-26615 Filed 9-14-79; 8:45 am)
BILLING CODE 4910-13-M

14 CFR Part 73
[Airspace Docket No. 79-GL~2]

Alteration of Restricted Area; Crane,
Indiana

AGENCY: Federal Adiation
Administration (FAA), DOT.
ACTION: Final rule.

SUMMARY: This amendment alters
Restricted Area R-3404, Crane, Ind., by
{1) increasing the restricted area ceiling
from 1,800 feet MSL to 2,500 feet MSL,

" (2) changing the controlling agency to
Federal Aviation Administration,
Indianapolis Air Route Traffic Control
Center (ARTCC]}, and (3] reducing the
time of designation. This action is
necessary because recently developed
technical data indicate the higher ceiling
is required to provide protection to
overflying aircraft from demolition
activities conducted within the
restricted area.

EFFECTIVE DATE: November 29, 1979, .

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Mr. John Watterson, Airspace
Regulations Branch (AAT-230),

Airdpace and Air Traffic Rules Division,
Air Traffic Service, Federal Aviation
Administration, 800 Independence
Avenue, SW., Washington, D.C. 20591;
telephone: (202) 426-8525.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
History

On July 18, 1979, the FAA proposed to
amend Part 73 of the Federal Aviation
Regulations (14 CFR Part 73) to alter
Restricted Area R-3404, Crane, Ind., by
(1) increasing the ceiling to 2,500 feet
MSL, {2) changing the controlling
agency, and (3) reducing the time of
designation, (44 FR 42228). Interested
persons were invited to participate in
this rulemaking proceeding by
submitting wrilten comments on the
proposal to the FAA. No objections
were received and this amendment is
that proposed in the notice. Section
73.34 was republished in the Federal
Register on January 2, 1979, (44 FR 691).

The Rule

This amendment o Part 73 of the
Federal Aviation Regulations {14 CFR
Part 73) alters Restricted Area R-3404,
Crane, Ind., by increasing the ceiling
from 1,800 feet MSL to 2,500 feet MSL
and changing the controlling agency to
Indianapolis ARTCC because of ATC
considerations, Additionally, the time of
designation is reduced with a provision
for activation by NOTAM. This
reduction restores airspace to public use
a greater portion of the year. The
increased ceiling is necessary to provide
protection to averflying aircraf} from
demolition activities conducted within
the restricted area.

Adoption of the Amendment

Accordingly, pursuant to the authority
delegated to me by the Administrator,
§ 73.34 of the Federal Aviation
Regulations {14 CFR Part 73} as
republished {44 FR 691) is amended,
effective 0901 GMT, November 29, 1979,
as follows:

Under R-3404, Crane, Ind.

1. Designated altitudes. *1,800 feet MSL." is
deleted and “2,500 feet MSL.” is substituted
therefor.

2. Controlling agency. “Terre Haute Flight
Service Station.” is deleted and “Indianapolis
ARTC Center.” is substituted therefor.

3. Time of designation. “Sunrise to sunset.
is deleted and “Sunrise to sunset daily from
May 1 through and including November 1.
Other times by NOTAM 24 hours in
advance.” is substituted therefor.

(Secs. 307(a) and 313(a), Federal Aviation Act
of 1958 (49 U.S.C. 1348(a) and 1354(a)); Sec.
6{c), Department of Transportation Act (49
U.S.C. 1655(c)); and 14 CFR 11.69.)

Note.—The FAA has determined that this
document involves a regulation which is not
significant under Executive Order 12044, as

implemented by DOT Regulatory Policies and
Procedures (44 FR 11034; February 26, 1979).
Since this regulatory action involves an
established body of technical requirements
for which frequent and routine amendments
are necessary to keep them operationally
current and promote safe flight operations,
the anticipated impact is so minimal that this
action does not warrant preparation of a
regulatory evaluation.

Issued in Washington, D.C., on September
11,1979.
William E. Broadwater, .
Chief, Airspace and Air Traffic Rule
Division.
[FR Doc. 79-28686 Filed 8-14-79; &35 am}
BILLING CODE 4910-13-M

Federal Highway Administration
23 CFR Part 630
[FHWA Docket No. 79-31]

Traffic Safety in Highway and Street
Work Zones; Separation of Opposing
Traffic

AGENCY: Federal Highway
Administration (FHWA), DOT.

ACTiON: Emergency final rule.

SUMMARY: The Federal Highway
Administration (FHWA) has determined
that an alarming number of fatal traffic
accidents is occurring where two-way
traffic is maintained on one roadway of
a normally divided highway. This rule
amends existing procedures to require
more stringent control measures to
reduce the incidence of such accidents
on highway construction projects funded
by FHWA.

DATES: This amendment is effective
September 17, 1979. Comments must be
received on or before November 16,
1979. ~

ADDRESS: Anyone wishing to submit
written comments may do so. Comments
should be sent, preferably in triplicate,
to FHWA Docket No. 78-31, Federal
Highway Administration, Room 4205,
HCC~10, 400 Seventh Street SW.,
‘Washington, D.C. 20590. All comments
and suggestions received will be
available for examination at the above
address between 7:45 a.m. and 4:15 p.m.
ET, Monday through Friday. Those
desiring notification of receipt of
comments must include a self-addressed
stamped postcard.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Mr. Kenneth L. Ziems, Office of
Highway Operations, 202-426-4848, or
Mr. Stanley H. Abramson, Office of the
Chief Counsel, 202-426-0761; Federal
Highway Administration, 400 Seventh
Street SW., Washington, D.C. 203590.
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SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The -
FHWA issued a final rule on traffic
safety in highway and street work zones
on October 12, 1978 (43 FR 47138). The
purpose of the rule was to assure that
adequate consideration is given to
motorists, pedestrians, and construction
workers on all Federal-aid highway
construction projects (23 CFR 630.1002).

In recent months, FHWA officials
have received continuing evidence of
severe head-on accidents on divided
highways which have been reduced to
two-lane, two-way operations because
of construction or maintenance work-
Over the past 16 months, some 17 major
accidents in such highway work zones
have been reported to FHWA. These
accidents resulted in 44 traffic fatalities '
and 29 injuries. The total number of such
accidents is niot known, because
detailed information on all accidents is
not reported at the Federal level. The
accidents which have been reported
have occurred on federally-assisted
highway projects as well as projects
undertaken without Federal funds.

The FHWA has determined that more
stringent control measures are required
in order to reduce the incidence of such -
accidents. Permitting two-way traffic on
one roadway of a normally divided
highway is not considered appropriate
unless othermethods of traffic control
(e.g., one-way operation or detours) are
determined to be infeasible. Where two-
way traffic must be maintained, the
most effective control measure is to
physically separate the opposing fraffic

.lanes. This separation is accomplished
either with positive barriers or with
appropriate devices to provide
delineation and channelization.

Existing requirements for all Federal-
aid highway construction projects call
for the development of a traffic control
plan (TCP) for each project (23 CFR
630.1010{a)). This amendment requires
the TCP to include provisions for the '
separation of opposing traffic lanes
whenever two-way traffic must be
maintained on one roadway of a .
normally divided highway. This two-
way traffic situation will be permitted .
only when other traffic control methods
are infeasible. N

More specifically, where two-way _
traffic must be maintained,

§ 630.1010(a)(5}(i) now requires opposing
traffic to be separated either with
concrete “safety-shape” barriers or with
drums, cones, or vertical panels
throughout the length of the two-way
operation, except for transition zones,
where the concrete barriers are to be

used in all cases. The use of striping and -

signs without barriers or appropriate
delineation devices is prohibited. A

-

. limited provision for exceptions is'

provided {§ 630.1010(a}(5)(ii}):
Although this rule does not apply -
retroactively to previously approved
projects, the States will be urged to
revise ongoing projects in accordance

- with the new requirements. The States

are also encouraged to apply these
requiremerits_to non-Federal-aid
projects.

This amendment is being issued as an

- emérgency final rule without prior

opportunity for public notice and .
comment and without a 30-day delay in
effective date in accordlance with the
criteria established by the Department
of Transportation (DOT) pursuant to

" Executive Order (E.O.) 12044. The

reasons for issuance on an emergency
basis are the alarming number of traffic
fatalities in work zones which have
been reported to FHWA and the need to
take immediate action to reduce the
incidence of such accidents. Although a
detailed evaluation has not been made,
it is anticipated that the costs of
implementing this rule will be far
outweighed by the benefits resulting -
from the prevention of traific fatalities
and serious accidents. .

Although this amendment is being
issued in final form and is effective
Septeniber 17, 1979, comments are
requested from all interested parties. .
Comments received will be considered
by FHWA in evaluating the
effectiveness of the amendment and in
determining the need for future
revisions.

§ 630.1010 [Amended]
In consideration of the foregoing,

. Subpart J of Part 630, Chapter I, Title 23,

Code of Federal regulations, is amended
by adding a new Subparagraph (5) ta
§ 635).101(}(3] to read as follows:

(a * % & . -~

(5) The TCP shall include provisions -
for the separation of opposing traffic
whenever two-way traffic must be
maintained on one roadway of a |
normally divided highway. Two-way
operation on one roadway of a normally
divided highway shall be permitted only
when other methods of traffic control
are determined infeasible.

(i) Where two-way traffic must be
maintained on one roadway ofa
normally divided highway, opposing
traffic shall be separated either with
positive barriers (concrete safety-shape
or approved alternate) or with drums,
cones, or vertical panels throughout the
length of two-way operation, except for -

transition zones, where positive barriers °

shall be used. Where terminal sections
of temporary positive barriers are not
tied to an existing structure, the barriers
shall be flared or fitted with-impact '

attenuation devices. The use of striping
and complementary signing, by.
themselves, is prohibited.

(ii) An exception to the provisions of -
paragraph (a)(5)(i} of this section may be
granted only when it has been
demonstrated that the use of positive
barriers or delineation and
channelization devices is not feasible or
practical. An exception shall not be
granted where drivers entering the two-
way operation cannot see the transition
back to a one-way operation. Each
exception granted by FHWA will
require the written approval of the
FHWA Division Administrator.,

Note~The Federal Highway
Administrator has determined that this
document contains an emergency regulation
according to the criteria established by DOT*
pursuant to E.O.12044. A regulatory
evaluation is being prepared and will be
made available for inspection in the public
docket. Copies may be obtained by
contacting Mr. Kenneth L. Ziems, Office of

Highway Operations, at the address specified

above.

(23 U.S.C. 109(b). 109(d). 315, and 402(a}; 49
CFR 1.48(b}))

Issued on: September 12, 1979.
Karl S. Bowers,
Federal Highway Administrator,
[FR Doc. 76-28793 Filed 8-14-75; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4910-22-M

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR

Office of Surface Mining Reclamation
and Enforcement

30 CFR Ch. VI

Surface Mining Reclamation and
Enforcement Permanent Regulatory
Program .

v
AGENGY: Office of Surface Mining
Reclamation and Enforcement (OSM),
U.S. Department of the Interior,
Washington, D.C, 20240,
ACTION: Final rule; notice to canfirm
clearance of recordkeeping and
reporting requirements.

SUMMARY: This notice confirms

clearance by the U.S. General
Accounting Office (GAO) of permanent
program regulations requiring collection,
submission or retention of information

*issued by the Office of Surface Mining
~ Reclamation and Enforcement (OSM), in

addition to those previously confirmed.
OSM amends its permanent regulatory
program rules to reflect this clearance
and announces the effective dates for
those sections of the rules for which
GAO clearance was obtained.
EFFECTIVE DATE: Effective dates for the
approved provisions are set forth below
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in SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION
under “Anncuncement of Effective
Dates.” T

ADDRESSES:

Assistant Director, Management and Budget,
Office of Surface Mining Reclamation and
Enforcement, Room 240, 1951 Constitution
Avenue, NW., Washington, D.C. 20240.

Assistant Director, Regulatory Reports
Review, U.S. General Accounting Office,
Room 5106, 441 G Street, NW., Washington,
D.C. 20548.

Administrative Records, Office of Surface
Mining Retlamation and Enforcement,
Room 135, 1951 Constitution Avenue, NW.,
‘Washington, D.C. 20240.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Joan Shaw, 202-343-5447.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: On
March 13, 1979, the Secretary of the
Interior promulgated regulations at Title
30 Code of Federal Regulations, Chapter
VII (44 FR 15312-15363} under the
Surface Mining Control and Reclamation
Act of 1877, Pub. L. 95-87, 30 U.S.C. 1201
et seq. Those regulations which required
collection, submission or retention of
information, were promulgated subject
to review and clearance by the GAQ,
pursuant to 44 U.S.C. 3512. .

OSM published notice of GAQ
clearance of certain sections of those
regulations in the Federal Register on
June 18, 1979 (44 FR 35192-35193). In that
notice, OSM listed additional sections of
the regulations that had been identified
by commenters and GAO staff and
confirmed by OSM, during GAQ's
review, as containing either reporting or
recordkeeping requirements.

The GAO solicited public comments
on the additional sections by public
notice in the Federal Register on June 14,
1979 (44 FR 34198-34199).

In addition, §§ 786.21, 805.14(b) and
807.11(a) were identified in the Federal
Register notice of June 18, 1979 as three
sections not cleared pending revision.
OSM revised these three sections by
notice in the Federal Register on August
24,1979 {44 FR 49686).

GAO clearance was given July 23,
1979, for the sections for which public
comment was solicited in the June 18,
1979 notice. GAO clearance was given
August 23, 1979, for the three sections to

.be revised.

OSM is restating paragraphs of its
June 18, 1979 clearance notice that relate
to 30 CFR Parts 776, 779, 784, 785, 786,
805, 807, 816, 817, and 843 to include the
provisions cleared by GAO on July 23
and August 23. The complete list of
approved clearances follows:

The reporting requirements contained
in 30 CFR 776.11, 776.12, 776.113(b) and
776.17(b) have been approved by the
U.S. General Accounting Office under
number B-190462 (RO603).

The reporting requirements contained
in 30 CFR 779.11, 779.12, 779.13. 779.14,
779.15, 779.16, 779.17, 779.18, 779.19,
779.20, 779.21, 779.22, 779.24, 779.25, and
779.27 have been approved by the U.S.
General Accounting Office under
number B-190462 (ROG05).

The reporting requirements contained
in 30 CFR 784.11, 784.12, 784.13, 784.14,
784.15, 784.16, 784.17, 784.18, 784.19,
784.20, 784.21, 784.22, 784.23, 784.24,
784.25, and 784.26 have been approved
by the U.S. General Accounting Office
under number B-190462 (RO603).

The reporting and recordkeeping
requirements contained in 30 CFR 785.13
{e), (D), (g), and (h); 785.14; 785.15; 785.16;
785.17(b); 785.18(c), 785.19; 785.20; 785.21;
and 785.22 have been approved by the
U.S. General Accounting Office under
number B-190462 (RO610).

The reporting and recordkeeping
requirements contained in 30 CFR 786.11
{a}, (b), (c), and (d); 786.14(b); 786.15;
786.17(c); 786.19; 786.21; 786.23 (c) and
{d); and 786.25(b) (2) and (4) have been
approved by the U.S. General
Accounting Office under number B-
190462 (RO611).

The reporting requirement contained
in 30 CFR 805.14(b) has been approved
by the U.S. General Accounting Office
under number B-190462 (RO614).

The reporting requirements contained
in 30 CFR 807.11(a) and the
recordkeeping requirements contained
in 807.11(e){4), and 807.11(f), and
807.11(h)(ii) have been approved by the
U.S. General Accounting Office under
number B-190462 (RO616).

The reporting and recordkeeping
requirements contained in 30 CFR
816.46(c)(4), 816.46(r), 816.46(t), 816.49(h),
816.49(i), 816.52(a), 816.52(b)(1) (ii) and
(iii), 816.53(a), 816.62, 816.64,
816.65(a){2)(iii), 816.67, 816.68 , 816.71(j),
816.82(a)(4), 816.82(b), 816.87, 816.91(b),
816.95, 816.116, 816.117(b)(4), 816.117(c)
(1) and (3), 816.131(b), 816.133(c) (1)
through (4), 816.133(c) (8) and (9),
816.150(d)(1), 816.152(d)(13), 816.160(d}(1)
and 816.163(d) have been approved by
the U.S. General Accounting Office
under number B-190462 (R0618).

The reporting and recordkeeping
requirements contained in 30 CFR

_ 817.46(c)(4), 817.46(r), 817.46(t), 817.49(h).

817.49(i), 817.52(a), 817.52(b)(1} (ii) and
(iii), 817.53(a), 817.62, 817.65(b)(2)(iii).
817.67, 817.68, 817.71(j), 817.82(a)(4),
817.82(b), 817.87, 817.91(b), 817.95,
817.116, 817.117(b)(4), 817.117(c) (1) and
(3), 817.131(b), 817.131(c) (1) through (4),
817.133(c) (8) and (9), 817.150{d)(1),
817.152(d)(13), 817.160{d){1), and
817.163(d) have been approved by the
U.S. General Accounting Office under
number B-190462 (R0619).

The reporting requirements contained
in 30 CFR 843.14(c) and 843.16 have been
approved by the U.S. General
Accounting Office under number B-
190462 (R0624).

Burden estimates and potential
duplication are important clearance
issues. Therefore, we are requesting as
we did in our Federal Register notice of
June 18, 1979, that respondents inform
OSM no later than November 30, 1980,
as to how long it took to comply with
reporling requirements listed in this
clearance notice. This will give OSM an
opportunity to re-evaluate its burden
estimates and revise estimates where
necessary. -

We also maintain that where there are
sections imposing reporting
requirements which duplicate
information that is required to be
submitted to another Federal or State
agency, any person may comply with

these regulations by submitting to the
appropriate regulatory authority a copy
of such duplicate report, in lieu of
preparing new reports. Information
which is submitted as duplicative must
be identical to the information required
by these regulations in all substantive
respects including, but not limited to,
timeliness and detail of data, time span
of data, geographic area, qualification of
the preparer and other professional
certification, specific maps, time tables
and plans, measurements or monitoring -
devices, design and construction
specifications, required demonstrations
and methods of notice.

OSM is amending the appropriate
Parts of 30 CFR Chapter VII to note that
GAO clearance has been received for
the identified recordkeeping and
reporting requirements.

OSM has determined that this
document is not a significant rule and
does not require a regulatory analysis
under Executive Order 12044 and 43
CFR Part 14. A regulatory analysis was
prepared for the final rules published in
the Federal Register on March 13, 1979
and is available upon request from the
OSM Administrative Record Room, the
address of which is noted abave under
“Addresses™.

OSM has determined that this
document is not a major Federal action
significantly affecting the quality of the
human environment. Accordingly, no
environmental impact statement has
been prepared separately for this action.
However, an environmental impact
statement was prepared for the rules
published in the March 13, 1978 Federal
Register, and is available upon request
to the OSM Administrative Record
Room, the address of which is given
above under “Addresses”.
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Announcement of Effective Dates

The effective dates of the reporting
requirements contained in sections
indicated in paragraphs 1, 2 and 3 below
are hereby changed as follows:

1, Effective as of May'7, 1979 are 30
CFR §§ 700.12(b), 700.13, 707.12,
730.12(b), 731.12(a), 731.13, 731.14, 732.14,
732.11(d), 732.13(f), 732.14, 732.16(a),
732.16(b}, 732.17(b), 732.17(f), 732.17(g).
733.12(a)(2), 741.11(c)(1), 741.12(c}.
741.13{c), 741.15{a}(1), 741.15(b)(1),
741.21(b), 741.24(c), 741.25(b}, 742.11{a),
742.13(a), 742.18(c), 742.18(d), 745.11 (a}
and (b), 761.12(b)(2), 761.12(d}, 761.12 (e)
and (f), 764.13(b), 764.13(c}, 764 .15(d]}.

764.19(b), 764.21, 764.25(b), 769.11, 769.13,

_771.15(c), 771.21(a)(1), 771.21(b}(2].

771.21(b)(3), 771.23, 776.11, 776.12, 778.13 _

thru 778.21, 779.11 thru779.20, 779.24,
779.25, 779.27, 780.11 thru 780.16, 780.18,
780.21, 780.23, 780.25, 780.27, 780.29. °
780.31, 780.33, 780.35, 780.37, 782.13 thru
762.21, 783.11 thru 783.22, 783.24, 783.25,
783.27, 784.11 thru 784.25, 785.13 (e}, (f].
(g) and (h), 78514 thru 785.16, 785.17(b)
(1), (2). (4). (6). and (8), 785.18{c}, 785.19
thru 785.22, 786.11 (a), (b). {c) and (d}
786.14(b), 786.15, 786.17(c), 786:19, 786.23
(c) and (d). 788.11, 788.12, 78814, 788.16,
788,18, 788.19, 80011, 80012, 806.11(b).
807.11(e)(4), 816.46(c)(4), 816.46(r),
816.46(t), 816.49(h), 816.52(a)(3),
816.52(b)(1)(iii), 816.53(a), 816.62, 816:64,
-816.65(a)(2)(iii), 816.67; 816.68, 816.71(j},
, 816.82(a)(4), 816.82(b), 816.87, 816.91(b}.
816.117(b)(4), 816.117(c) (1) and (3).
816.131(b), 816.133(c) (1) thru (4),
816.133(c) (8) and (9), 816.150(d)(1),
816.152(d)(13), 816.160(d)(1), 816.163(d).
817.46(c)(4), 817.46(r), 817.46(t), 817.49(h),
817.52(a)(3), 817.52(b)(1)(iii), 817.53(a),
817.62, 817.65(b)(2)(iii), 817.67, 817.71().
817.82(a)(4), 817.82(b), 817.87, 817.91(b).
817.117(b)(4), 817.117(c) (1) and (3},
817.131(b), 817.133(c) (1) thru (4),
817.133(c) {8) and (9). 817.150[d){(1),
817.152({d)(13), 817.160{d){1), 617.163(d).
822.14 (a) and (d), 826.12(b), 840.11{d}(3).

840.14(a), 840.14(b), 843.16, and 845.18(c}.”

2. Effective as of July 23, 1979 are 30
CFR Sections 776.13(b), 776.17(b), 779.21,
779.22, 764.26, 785.17(b) (3), {5), and (7).
786.15, 786.25(b) (2) and (4), 807.11(d).
807.11(h)(ii), 816.49(i), 816.52(a) (1) and
(2), 816.52(b)(1)(ii), 816.95, 816.1186,
817.49(i), 817.52(a) (1) and (2),
817.52(b)(1)(iii), 817.95, 817‘116 and
843.14(c).

3. Effective as of August 23, 1979 are
30 CFR Sections 786.21, 805. ‘14[b] and
807.11(a).

4, The amendments 1o the rules set

forth below are effective immediately. * -

—

Regulation Drafters

Principal authors of these regulations
are Joan Shaw, Information and Records

\

Management Division, Office of Surface

Mining Reclamation and Enforcement

and Chuck Hardy, Office of the

Solicitor, Division of Surface Mining.
Dated: September 11, 1979,

Paul L. Reeves,

- Acting Director, Office of Surface Mining

‘Reclamation and Enforcement.
Amendments to Rules

The following parts of Chapter VII of
Title 30 of the Code of Federal
Regulations are amended:

Parts 700, 707, 730, 731, 732, 733, 741
742, 745, 761, 764, 769, 771, 776, 778, 778,
780, 782, 783, 784, 785, 786, 788, 800, 805,
806, 807, 816, B17, 822, 826, 840, 843, 845.

PART 700—GENERAL

Part 700 is hereby amended t6 include
at the end of Part 700 the following note:

Note—The reporting requirements
contained in 30°'CFR 700.12(b) and 700.13
have been approved by the U.S. General-
Accounting Office under number B-190462
(Ro589).

PART 707—EXEMPTION FOR COAL
EXTRACTION INCIDENT TO

" GOVERNMENT-FINANCED HIGHWAY

OR OTHER CONSTRUCTION

- Part 707 is hereby amended to include

at the end Part 707 the following note:
Note~—The recordkeeping i‘equiremenl

contained in 30 CFR 707.12 has been

approved by the U.S. General Accounting
Office (mder number B-190462 [ROaQD]

PART 730—-GENERAL
REQUIREMENTS

Part 730 is hereby amencled to include
at the end of Part 730 the following note:

Note.—~The reporting requirement
contained in 30 CFR 730.12(b) has been
approved by the U.S. General Accounting
Office under number B-190462 (R0591}.

PART 731—SUBMISSION OF STATE
PROGRAMS

Part 731 is hereby amended to include
at the end of Part 731 the following note:

Note.—The reporting requirements
contained in 30 CFR 731.12(a}, 731.13 and
731.14 have been approved by the U.S,
General Accountmg Office undbrnumber
B-190462 (R0592).

PART 732~PROCEDURES AND

- CRITERIAFOR APPROVAL OR
" DISAPPROVAL OF STATE PROGRAM

SUBMISSIONS -

Part 732 is hereby amended to include
at the end of Part 732 the following note:

Note.—The reporting requirements
contained in 30 CFR 732:11(d), 732.13(f},
732.14, 732.16(a), 732.17(b), 732:17(f), 732.17(g),

and recordkeeping requirement contained in
30 CFR 732.16(b) have been approved by the
U.S.-General Accounting Office under
number B-190462 (R0593).

PART 733—MAINTENANCE OF STATE
PROGRAMS AND PROCEDURES FOR
SUBSTITUTING FEDERAL
ENFORCEMENT OF STATE
PROGRAMS AND WITHDRAWING
APPROVAL OF STATE PROGRAMS

Part 733 is hereby amended to include
at the end of Part 733 the following note:
Note.—The reporting requirement

contained in 30 CFR 733.12{a)(2) have been
approved by the U.S, General Accounting

_Office under number B~190462 (R0594).

PART 741—PERMITS

Part 741 is hereby amended to include
at the end of Part 741 the following note:

Note.—The reporting requirements
contained in 30 CFR 741.11(c){1), 741.12(c),
741.13(c), 741.15(n){1), 741.15(b)(1), 741.21(b},
741.24(c}, and 741.25(b) have been approved
by the U.S. General Accounting Office under
number B-190462 (R0595).

PART 742—BONDS AND LIABILITY
INSURANCE ON FEDERAL LANDS,

Part 742 is hereby amended to include
at the end of Part 742 the following note:

Note.~The reporting requirements
contained in 30 CFR 742.11(a), 74213(n),
742.18(c} and 742.18(d) have been approved
by the U.S. General Accounting Office under
number B-180462 (R0596).

PART 745—STATE-FEDERAL
COOPERATIVE AGREEMENTS

Part 745 is hereby amended to includa
at the end of Part 745 the following note:

Note.—The reporting requirements
contained in 30 CFR 745.11 {a) and (b) have
been approved by the 1LS. General
Accounting Office under number B-190462
(R0598).

PART 761—AREAS DESIGNATED BY
ACT OF CONGRESS

. Part 761 is hereby amended to include
at the end of Part 761 the following note:

Note.—The reporting requirements
contained in 30 CFR 761.12{b)(2), 761.12(e),
761.12(f), and the recordkeeping requirement
contained in 30 CFR 761.12(d) have beén
approved by the U.S. General Accounting
Oifice under number B-180462 (R0599),

PART 764—STATE PROCESSES FOR
DESIGNATING AREAS UNSUITABLE
FOR SURFACE COAL MINING
OPERATIONS

Part 784 is hereby amended to include
at the end of Part 764 the following note:

Note.—~The reporting requirements
contained in 30 CFR 764.13(b), 764.13(c),

-
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764.19(b), and the recordkeeping

requirements confained in 30 CFR 764.15{d),
764.21 and 764.25(b} have been approved by
the U.S. General Accounting Office under
number B-190462 (R0600).

PART 769—PETITION PROCESS FOR
DESIGNATION OF FEDERAL LANDS
AS UNSUITABLE FOR ALL OR
CERTAIN TYPES OF SURFACE COAL
MINING OPERATIONS AND FOR
TERMINATION OF PREVIOUS
DESIGNATIONS -

Part 769 is hereby amended to include
at the end of Part 769 the following note:

Note.—~The reporting requirements
contained in 30 CFR 769:11 and 763.13 have
been approved by the U.S. General
Accounting Office under number B-190462
(RO601).

PART 771—GENERAL
REQUIREMENTS FOR PERMITS AND
PERMIT APPLICATIONS

Part 771 is hereby amended to include
at the end of Part 771 the following note:

Note.~The reporting requirements
contained in 36 CFR 771.15{c}, 771.21(a)(1),
771.21(b)(2), 771.21(b)(3) and. 771.23 have been
approved by the U.S. General Accounting
Office under number B-190462 (R0602).

PART 776—GENERAL
REQUIREMENTS FOR COAL
EXPLORATION

Part 776 is hereby amended to include
at the end of Part 776 the following note:

Note.—The reporting requirements
contained in 30 CFR 776.11, 776.12, 776.13(b),
and 776.17(b) have-been approved by the U.S.
General Accounting Office under number B-
190462 (R0603).

PART 778—SURFACE MINING PERMIT
APPLICATIONS—MINIMUM
REQUIREMENTS FOR LEGAL,
FINANCIAL, COMPLIANCE AND
RELATED INFORMATION

Part 778 is hereby amended to include
at the end of Part 778 the following note:

Note.—The reporting requirements
confained in 30 CFR 778.13, 778.14, 778.15,
77816, 77817, 778.18, 778.19, 778.20 and 778.21
have been appraved by the U.S. General
Accounting Office under number B-190462.
(R0O604).

PART 779—SURFACE MINING PERMIT
APPLICATIONS—MINIMUM
REQUIREMENTS FOR INFORMATION
ON ENVIRONMENTAL RESOURCES

.

Part 779 is hereby amended to include

at the end of Part 779 the following note:

. Note.—The reporting requirements
contained in 30 CFR 779.11, 779.12, 779.13,
779.14, 77915, 779.16, 779.17, 779.18, 779.19,
779.20, 779.21, 779.22, 779.24, 779.25, and
779.27 have been approved by the U.S.

General Accounting Office under number B
180462 (R0605). .

PART 780—SURFACE MINING PERMIT
APPLICATION—MINIMUM
REQUIREMENTS FOR RECLAMATION
AND OPERATIONS PLAN

Part 780 is hereby amended to include
at the end of Part 780 the following note:

Note.—The reporting requirements
contained in 30 CFR 780.11, 780.12, 780.13,
780.14, 780.15, 780.16, 780.18, 780.21, 780.23
780.25, 780.27, 780.28, 780.33, 780.35, and
780.37 have been approved by the U.S.
General Accounting Office under number B~
190462 (R0606).

PART 782—-UNDERGRQUND MINING
PERMIT APPLICATION~—MINIMUM
REQUIREMENTS FOR LEGAL,
FINANCIAL, COMPLIANCE AND
RELATED INFORMATION

Part 782 is hereby amended to include
at the end of Part 782 the following note:

Note.—The reporting requircments
contained in 30 CFR 782.13, 782.14, 782.15,
782.16, 782.17, 762.18, 782.19, 782.20, and
782.21 have been approved by the U.S.
General Accounting Office under number B-
190462 (R0607).

PART 783—UNDERGROUND MINING
PERMIT APPLICATIONS—MINIMUM
REQUIREMENTS FOR INFORMATION
OF ENVIRONMENTAL RESQURCES IN
THE PERMIT AND ADJACENT-AREAS

Part 783 is hereby amended 1o include
at'the end of Part 783 the following note:

Note.—The reporting requircments
contained in 30 CFR 783.11, 783.12, 783.13,
783.14, 783.15, 783.16, 783.17, 783.18, 783.19,
783.20, 783.21, 783.22, 783.23, 783.24, and.
783.25 have been approved by the U.S,
General Accounting Office under number B-
190462 (ROG03).

PART 784—UNDERGROUND MINING
PERMIT APPLICATIONS—MINIMUM
REQUIREMENTS FOR REGLAMATION
AND OPERATION PLAN

Part 784 is hereby amended to include
at the end of Part 784 the following note:

Note—The reporting requirements
contained in 30 CFR 784.11, 784.12, 784.13,
784.14, 784.15, 784.16, 784.17, 781.18, 784.19,
784.20, 784.21, 784.22, 784.23, 784.24, 784.25,
and 784.26 have been approved by the US.

+General Accounting Office under number
B-190462 (RDG0S).

PART 785—-REQUIREMENTS FOR
PERMITS FOR SPECIAL CATEGORIES
OF MINING

Part 785 is hereby amended to include
at the end of Part 785 the following note:

Note—The reporting and recordkeeping
requirements contained in 30 CFR 785.13 (e},
(£), (). and {h); 785.14; 785.15; 785.16;

-

785.17(b): 785.18(c); 785.19; 785.20; 785.21 and
785.22 have been approved by the General
Accounting Office under number B~190462
(R0610).

PART 786~—REVIEW, PUBLIC
PARTICIPATION, AND APPROVAL QR
DISAPPROVAL OF PERMIT
APPLICATIONS AND PERMIT TERMS
AND CONDITIONS :

Part 786 is hereby amended to include
at the end of Part 786 the following note:

Note—The reporting and recordkeeping
requirements contained in 30 CFR 786.11 (a},
(b). (c). and (d}; 786.14{b); 786.15; 78617 (c):
780.19; 786.21; 786.23 (c} and (d}; and 786.25{(b}
(2) and (4) have been approved by the US.
General Accounting Olfice under number B-
190462 (Ro611).

PART 788—PERMIT REVIEWS,
REVISIONS AND RENEWALS AND
TRANSFER, SALE AND ASSIGNMENT
OF RIGHTS GRANTED UNDER-
PERMITS

Part 788 is hereby amended to inclnde
at the end of Part 788 the following nofe:

Note—The reporling requirements
contained in 30 CFR 788.12, 788.14; 788.18;
788.18 and the recordkeeping requirements
contained in 30 CFR 788.11 and 788.16 have
been approved by the U.S. General
Accounting Office under number B-190462
(R0612).

PART 800—GENERAL
REQUIREMENTS FOR BONDING OF
SURFACE COAL MINING AND
OPERATIONS UNDER REGULATORY
PROGRAMS

Part 800 is bereby amended to include
at the end of Part 800 the following note:

Note—The reporting requirements
contained in 30 CFR 800.11 and 800.12 have
been approved by the U.S. General
Accounting Office under number B-190462
(RO613).

PART 805~—~AMOUNT AND DURATION
OF PERFORMANCE BOND

Part 805 is hereby amended to include
at the end of Part 805 the following note: ~

Note—The reporting requirement confained
in 30 CFR 805.14(b) has been approved by the
U.S. General Accounting Office under
number B-190462 (R0614).

PART 806—FORM, CONDITIONS, AND
TERMS OF PERFORMANCE BONDS
AND LIABILITY INSURANCE

Part 806 is hereby amended fo juclude
at the end of Part 805 the following note:

Note—The reporting requirement contained
in 30 CFR 806.11(b) has been approved by the
U.S. General Accounting Office under
number B~190462 (R0615).
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PART 807—PROCEDURES, CRITEI?IA
AND SCHEDULE FOR RELEASE OF -
PERFORMANCE BOND '~ :

Part 807 is hereby amended to mclude
at the end of Part 807 the following note:

Note.—The reporting requirement
contained in 30 CFR 807.11(a) and the -
recordkeeping requirements contained jn
807.11(e)(4), 807.11(f) and 807.11(h){ii) have
been approved by the U.S. General
Accounting Office under number B-190462 *
(ROBlBJ

PART 816—PERMANENT PROGRAM’
PERFORMANCE STANDARDS—
SURFACE MINING ACTIVITIES®

Part 816 is hereby amended to include
at the’end of Part 816 the following note:

Note.—The reporting and recordkeeping

requirements contained in 30 CFR -

© 816.46(c)(4), 816.46(r), 818.46(t), 816.49(h),
816.49(i), 816.52{a), 816.52(b)(1) (ii} and (i),
816.53(a), 816.62, 816.84, 816.65{a)(2)(iii),
816.87, 816.68; 816.71(j), 816.82{a)(4), 816.82(b),
816.87, 816.91(b), 816,116, 816.117(b)(4),
816.117(c) (1) and (3), 816.131(b), 816.133(c) (1)
thru (4), 816:133(c) (8) and (9), 816.150{d)(1),
816.152(d)(13), 816.160(d)(1) and 816.163(d)
have been approved by the U.S. General

Accounting Office under number B—190462

(RO618).

PART 817—PERMANENT PROGHAM
" PERFORMANCE STANDARDS—
UNDERGROUND MINING ACTIVITIES

Part 817 is hereby amended to 1nclude

at the end of Part 817 the following note:
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

Note.—The réporting and recordkeeping
requirements contained in 30 CFR
817.46(c)(4). 817.46(r), 817.46(t), 817. 49(h),
817.49(i), 817.52(a), 817.52(b){1) (ii) and (iii),

. 817.53(a), 817.62, 817.65(b)(2)(iii), 817.67, -
817.68, 817.71(j), 817.82(a)(4), 817.82(b), 817.87,
817,91(b), 817.95, 817.116, 817.117(b)(4),
817.117(c) (1) and (3), 817.131(b), 817.133(c) {1) -
thru (4), 817.133(c) (8} and (9), 817.150(d)(1).
817.152(d){13), 817.160(d)(1) and 817.163(d) _
have been approved by the U.S, General

Accounting Office under number B-190462 -

(RO619).

PART 822—SPECIAL PERMANENT
PROGRAM PERFORMANCE
STANDARDS—OPERATIONS IN
ALLUVIAL VALLEY FLOORS

Part 822 is hereby amended to include”
at the end of Part 822 the foIlowmg note:

Note.—The recordkeeping requu-ements
contained in 30 CFR 822,14 (a) and (d) have
been approved by the U.S. General .

-Accounting Office under number B-190462
(ROB20).

PART 826—SPECIAL PERMANENT
PROGRAM PERFORMANCE . -
STANDARDS—OPERATIONS ON
STEEP SLOPES

Part 826 is hereby amended to include
at the end of-Part 826 the following note:

Note.~The reportmg requirement
contained in 30 CFR 826.12(b) has been -

-approved by the-U.S. General Accounting

Office under number B-190462 (R0O621).

- PART 840—STATE REGULATORY
~ AUTHORITY: INSPECTION AND
"ENFORCEMENT ‘

Part 840 is hereby amended to include

* at the end of Part 840 the following note:

Note—The reporting requirements —
contained in 30 CFR 840.11(d)(3), 840.14{a}
and 840.14(b) have been approved by the U.S.
General Accounting QOffice under number B~
190462 (RO622). -

PART 843-—FEDERAL ENFORCEMENT

Part 843 is hereby amended to include
at the end of Part 843 the following note:-

Note.—The reporting requirements
contained in 30 CFR 843.14(c) and 843.16 have

. been approved by the U.S. General .
» Accounting Office under number B-190462

(RO624).

PART. 845-—CIVIL PENALTIES

. Part 845is hereby amended to include
at the end of Part 845 the following note:’
Note.—The recordkeeping requirement

contained in 30 CFR 845.18(c) has been -
approved by the U.S. General Accounting

- Office under number B-190462 (RO625).

[FR Doc. 79-28717 Filed 9-14-79; 8:45 am]

. BILLING CODE 4310-05-M

Coast Guard

33 CFR Part 165
[CGD5-78-06R}

Chesapeake Bay, Cove Point, IVld.;

- Safety Zone Regulations

AGENCY: U.S, Coast Guard,

ACTION: Final rule.

SUMMARY: These regulations establisha
safety zone in the vicinity of the .
Columbia LNG Corporation’s offshore
liquefied natural gas (LNG) receiving
terminal near Cove Point, Maryland

This safety zone is needed to minimize

_therisk of collision between LNG '

carriers and other vessels while .
maneuvering in the vicinity of or moored

- to the offshore terminal and to ) protect

the terminal itself., .
This safety zone regulation requires
compliance with the general safety zone

- regulations contained in 33 CFR Part

165.20 which prohlblt persons from
entering or remaining in the safety zone
without authorization from the Captam
of the Port. This safety zone is in effect
at all times. The exact boundaries of the

-

zone depend on whether an LNG vessel
is present at, moored to, or maneuvering
in the vicinity of the Columbia LNG
offshore terminal. Mariners will be given
advance notice of scheduled arrivals
and departures of LNG vessels at the
Cove Point terminal via broadcast
Notice to Mariners. This safety zone will
prov1de for the safe conduct of LNG
operatioris while imposing a minimal
burden on other persons using the
waters of Chesapeake Bay, Maryland.

EFFECTIVE DATE: The regulations are
effective October 15, 1979.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT!
Lieutenant Commander Eric J. Williams,
111, USCG; Chief, Port Operations
Department; Marine Safety Office,
Customhouse, Baltimore, Maryland
21202; telephone (301) 752-3573. -

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: On
January 18, 1979, the Coast Guard
published a proposed rule (44 FR 3562)
concerning these amendments,
Interested persons were given until-
March 5, 1979, to submit comments, Two
commenters submitted written
comments, and one oral comment was

" received. One change, editorial in

nature, has been made as a result of 4
Coast Guard review of the comments
received. No public hearing was held or
requested.

Discussion of Comments

The oral comment recelved exprossed
concern that the requirement for a 50+
yard safety zone at all times on the
shore side of the offshore terminal was
not clear. Paragraph 165.510(b) requires
a 50-yard safety zone on the shore side
of the terminal when one or two LNG
vessels are moored at the facility.
Paragraph 165.510(c] requires the 50-
yard safety zone when no LNG carrier is
moored at the faclhty. This mcIudes a
vessel maneuvering in the vicinity of the
terminal. Thus, all situations are
covered. However, in response to this
comment, an editorial change has been
made to make the regulation more clear.
Since paragraph 165.510(a) applies when
an LNG vessel is maneuvering in the

+ vicinity of the terminal (not actually

moored to the facility) or when a carrier
indicates its intention to get underway
(the vessel is moored at the facility), the
following phrase has been added to the
final sentenge of this paragraph: “and
the area within 50 yards on the shore
side of the Columbia LNG offshore
terminal.” An LNG carrier's iritent to got
underway will be commumcated by one

- long blast of the carrier’s steam whistle,

as required by the Inland Rules of the
Road for vegsels moving from their

"docks or berths.
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One commenter expressed approval
of the proposed safety zone regulations
as written.

ONe commenter presented a study
with a series of comments cévering the
transit of a loaded LNG vessel
throughout Chesapeake Bay as well as
the safety zone proposal. Specifically,
the commenter pointed out that advance
notice of scheduled arrivals and
departures of LNG vessels via broadcast
Notice to Mariners leads one to assume
that a rigid sailing schedule would be
kept. He also stated this method does.
not allow for delays. Providing a Coast
Guard escort was the proposed remedy.
The Coast Guard has chosen the
broadcast Notice to Mariners over the
written Local Notice to Mariners
precisely because if can be changed
with the schedule of vessels. Maritime
interests are familiar with this method
of updating information. An escort
vessel is not considered necessary as a
result of potential schedule changes.

He also contended that some boating
interests might not understand the..
required LNG carrier indication of
inienfion fo get underway and the
resulting size increase of the safefy
zone, and he recommended an escort.
This has not proven o be the case in
slightly over one year of LNG vessel
operations at the facility. Accordingly,
the Coast Guard does not, at this time,
intend to routinely patrol the LNG
facility or to escort empty LNG vessels
as they depart.

He also asked what justification there
is for any safety zone when no LNG
carriers are present at the Cove Point
facility. The Coast Guard considers this

. portion of the safety zone necessary to
prevent damage to, or the destruction of
the offshore terminal. Therefore, the
safety zone in its reduced size of 50
yards will remain as a requirement
when no LNG carrier is present.

He also quoted, in part, an opening
statement in the summary portion of the
proposed rule, which read: “this
additional precautionary measure is
deemed necessary in consideration of
the nature and quantity of the liquefied
natural gas cargo * * *” The comment
went on to state that the real concern for
the proposed regulations was not the
preventiomr of collision, but the
prevention of the sudden release of
liquefied natural gas which a collision
might cause. The commenter then stated
that if the danger of such a release were
recognized, an active escort of the
loaded LNG vessels should be provided
throughout the Bay. The proposed
regulations were written with regard to
both the hazard of the cargo and also
the peculiar nature of the vessels
themselves. Not quoted by the

commenter, but following as the
remainder of the partially quoted
sentence is: “and the limited ability of
the LNG vessels to take evasive action
when'maneuvering to approach or
depart the offshore lerminal.” As for the
escort of LNG vessels, this is outside the
scope of these proposed safety zone
regulations.

He also commented that if active
escort of LNG carriers were instituted,
an analysis under DOT Notice 78-1
would have to be undertaken. Since the
escort of LNG vessels is not a subject of
these safety zone regulations, this point
is considered moot.

‘He also pointed out that prohibiting
persons from entering the safety zone
would not necessarily prevent vessels

.from entering the zone; also, that the

existence of a regulation, even if widely
disseminated, does not in and of itself
insure accident protection. The Coast
Guard does monitor and enforce the
safety zone, and experience to date does
not indicate the need for a Coast Guard
vessel to be on scene after the LNG
carrier is moored. This need is
continually being assessed, and current
practice will be changed only if it can be
justified.

He was also concerned with the size,
configuration, lack of marking and
fluctuating size of the safety zone. It was
further proposed that the zone remain
constant for loaded LNG tankers,
whether moored or underway. The
Coast Guard asserts that the approach
to the pier for docking is the critical time
due to the configuration of the vessels
and their large sail areas. When the
vessel is moored, this element is no
longer present and the safefy zone can
be smaller to permit maritime interesfs
to pursue normal activities without
unnecessary disruption. The safely zone,
as proposed merely establishes ona
permanent basis the same safety zone
that is put into effect on a case-by-case
basis as each LNG vessel visits the
facility. The fluctuating size has caused
no confusion and was arrived at after a
lengthy consideration of the safety
needs of the entire maritime community.
The final rule will permit the marking of
the safety zone on navigation charts of
the area. Accordingly, no change has
been made as a result of this comment.

In summary, the commenter stated the
proposed safety zone regulations were
“palliative and lacking in efficacy when
compared to other measures such as
active escort and continuous ‘In Bay’
monitoring.” He feels the regulations do
not account for possible future
navigational problems. The Coast Guard
has proposed the safety zone regulations
as but one measure to promote safety on
the Chesapeake Bay.

Most of the commenter’s remarks
concern the desire for active escort of
LNG vessels. The Coast Guard currently
escorts all loaded LNG vessels from the
time they enter Chesapeake Bay until
they moor at Cove Point. Coast Guard
inspectors board the LNG vessels at
Cape Henry and ride them during the
transit to Cove Point. While aboard,
they inspect the vessel’s cargo-handling
equipment and the vessel's safety
features to insure they are in compliance
with federal regulations and local,
requirements. On-scene monitoring of
the hook-up, transfer, and disconnect
procedures are conducted continually by
the Coast Guard Marine Safety
Detachment at Cove Point.

These requirements for LNG vessel
escort, inspection, and monitoring, along
with other safeguards, are contained in
the Chesapeake Bay LNG OPLAN
(operations plan). This OPLAN has been
promulgated jointly as a COTP Order by
the COTP Hampton Roads and the
COTP Baltimore. The commenter is
possibly unaware of these other
requirements. Thus, these proposed
regulations are only a part of the safety
effort and are neither palliative or
lacking in efficacy. The regulations
stand as proposed except for the
editorial change to 33 CFR 165.510(a),
last line.

Accordingly, 33 CFR Part 165 is
amended by adding a new § 165.510,
reading as follows:

§165.510 Cove Point, Chesapeake Bay,
Marylgnd.

(a) The waters and waterfront
facilities located within the following
boundary constitute a safety zone
effective when an LNG carrier is
maneuvering in the vicinity of the Cove
Point terminal and when a moored LNG
carrier indicates ils intention to get
underway: A line beginning at a point
one-half mile NW of the end of the north
pier of the Columbia LNG facility at
Cove Point, Maryland, located at
38°2443” N latitude, 76°23'32" W
longitude; thence 056°T to a point 2800
yards offshore at 38°24'59"” N latitude,
76°23'01"" W longitude; thence 146°F to a
point Jocated 2300 yards offshore at
38°23'52" N latitude, 76"22°03” W
longitude; thence 236°T fo a point one-
half mile SE of the end of the south pier
of the Columbia LNG facility at Cove
Point, Maryland, located 38°23'39” N
latitude, 76°22'35” W longitude; thence
northwesterly to the point of origin and
the area within 50 yards on the shore
side of the Columbia LNG Corporation
offshore terminal.

(b) The waters and waterfront
facilities located within the following
boundary constitute a safety zone when 3
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a LNG carrier is.moored at the Columbia
LNG offshore’ terminal; an area
extending 50 yards shoreward of the _

offshore terminal and 200 yards offshore -

of all parts of the offshore terminal and
the LNG carrier.

(c) The waters and waterfront
facilities located within the following-
boundary constitute a safety zone when
no LNG carrier is moored at the
receiving terminal: The area within 50
yards of the Columbia LNG offshore
terminal, at Cove Point, Maryland.

(d) The general regulations governing
safety zones as contained in 33 CFR Part
165.20 apply.

{Sec. 8, Pub. L. 95-474, 92 Stat. 1475 (33 U.S.C.
1225)) ,

EFFECTIVE DATE: This amendment to
Part 165 becomes effective on October-
15, 1979.

Dated: August 24, 1979,
J. W. Kime,
Captain, U.S. Coast Guard, Captam of the
Port, Baltimore; MD.
[FR Doc. 7628801 Filed 9-14-79; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4910-14-M

ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION
AGENCY

40 CFR Part 60 ‘ o

(FRL 1305-7] ’

Delayed CO;npliance Order for
Bethlehem Steel Corp.

AGENCY: U.S. Environmental Protectlon
* Agency.
ACTION: Final rule.

SUMMARY: By this rule, the
Administrator of U.S. EPA dlsapproved
a Delayed Compliance Orderto -
Bethlehem Steel Corporation ~ .
(Bethlehem). The Order requires the
Company to bring air emissions from its
+ coke oven batteries at Burns Harbor,
Indiana, into compliance with
Regulations APC-3 and APC-5 of the
Indiana Air Pollution Control Board -
(Indiana APC-3 and Indiana APC-5).
Because this Order is disapproved by
U.S’EPA, Bethlehem's compliance with

the Order will not preclude suits under .

the Federal enforcement and citizen suit -
provisions of the Clean Air Act (Act) for
violations of the State Implementatlon

*Plan (SIP) regulatxons covered in the
Order.

DATES: This rule takes effect September
17, 1979. -

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT'
Ms. Louise C. Gross, Attorney, United
States Environmental Protection :
Agency, Region V, 230 South Dearborn
Street, Chicago, Illinois 60604, telephone
(312) 353-2082.

"SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: On. .

March 7,-1979 the Regional © -
Administrator of U.S. EPA’s Region V
Office published in the Federal Register
(44 FR 12461) a notice setting out the
provisions of a proposed State Delayed
Compliance Order for Bethlehem. The
notice asked for public comments and
offered the opportunity td requesta .

. public hearing on the proposed
-disapproval; .

The Agency's proposed dlsapproval
was based upon six separate factors.
These were as follows:

(1) Paragraph'10 of the Findings in the State
Order states that there is no currently
available control technology guaranteed fo
bring coke batteries into compliance—but

_that the Order was-a “best effort” program. - -
_This is contrary to the U.S. EPA’s position.

that controls exist that can atfain compliance
and it undercuts the reasonableness and
enforceability of the Ordér. .

(2) Paragraph 2 of the Order states that
notwithstanding paragraph 1 (requirement for

-

_compliance}, Bethlehem may challenge the

applicability and technical feasibility of
APC-~3 and APC-5, should it fail to comply
with the regulations. This means that
Bethlehem agrees to install equipment, but if
it fails to comply with the regulations, it may
challenge the regulations. This equates to no
real agreement or Order to comply with the
regulahons -

(3) Paragraph 8 contains a clause whlch
states that if there is a delay in meetmg
interim or final dates for pushmg controls
(and compliance) which is “not within the
reasonable control of”’ Bethlehem, then the

_ Board agrees not to impose or seek criminal

or civil penalties. The Board also agrees not
to seek criminal penalties for delay (from
such events) in meeting the final date for
charging controls (and compliance), and no
civil or criminal penalties for delays beyond
the mtenm%hargmg program dates. These
provisions amount.-to agreements not to -
enforce violations of the Order.

(4) U.S. EPA is not satisfied that the
program to control stack emissions is
sufficient to attain compljance.

{(5) The State Order addresses each *
operation {push, charge, etc.) separately.-
Regulation APC-5 considers the entire coke

- battery to be a single “process.” In - .
- addressing the > operations separately, there is

1o requiremenit it for compliance at the stacks,
standplpes, doors, etc.

{6) In addition, visible emissions Regulfmon
APC-3 cited in the State Order is not the
APC-3 which constitutes & part of the.,
apphcab]e State Implementation Plan (SIP),~
This is the result of EPA's dxsapproval of the

15-minute exemption contained in the State’s’ -

submittal (40 FR 50032, October 18, 1975).
Consequcntly. an approval of this Order
would constitute approval of compliance with
a requirement less stringent- than the .
applicable SIP and is not authorized-by .

. . Section 113(d)(1) of the Act.

One letter of comment was recelved
during the public comment period. This
was from Bethlehem, the source

'

‘involved in the State administrative

order. Bethlehem's objections can be
summarized as follows:

1. U.S. EPA failed to deterniine whother lho
State order was issued in accordance with
Section 113{d) of the Act within the ninety-
day period established by that Section.

2. The reasons for proposed disapproval sot
forth in the Federal Register do not addross
the appropriate statutory creteria,

" 3. U.S.EPA’s interpretation of SIP
Regulations APC-3 and APC-5 i3 erronaous.

4. U.S, EPA’s reasons for the proposed
dlsapproval are:

* * "« in conflict with Section 113(d)(1)(C}~
(D), the Indiana Implementation plan, the
case of Indiana & Michigan Electric
Company v. EPA, 509 F.2d 839 (7th Cir, 1075),
other applicable decisions, and the
Constitution insofar as they would require
that Bethlehem agree to do the impossible, -
waive or be deprived of its rights to
administrative and/or judiclal hearings on
pertinent issues, or be penalized for
occurrences or failures beyond its control

with or wnhout hearing.

In issuing this final disapproval of the
State order, the Agency has determined
that its objections as set forth in the
-March 7, 1979 Federal Register generally
remain valid. In addition, U.S. EPA has
determined that Bethlehem's objections
do not warrant a contrary position,

First, the fact that U.S. EPA did not

. publish this final disapproval within

ninety days of the State order’s passage
is not a bar. Although the State
apparently adopted the agreement as
final order 'on November 15, 1978, it was
not submitted to U.S. EPA until
December 26, 1978. Proposed
disapproval on March 7, 1979 therefore
occurred within the statutory mnety—dny
period.

In addition, a civil action wag

- initiated by U.S. EPA under Section

113(b) of the Act against the Bethlehem
Steel Corporanon on December 20, 1978,

. This action is based, in part, upon

violations of regulations APC-3 and *
APC-5 of the Indlana SIP by

- Bethlehem’s coke batteries located in

Burns Harbor, Indiana. Because the civil

- action addresses the fucilities which are
» the subject of the Order under

consideration, the filing of the action
constituted a rejection of the Order
issued by the Indiana Air Pollution
Control Board and put both the State of .
Indiana and Bethlehem on udequule
notice as to the Agency’s position in this »
matter.

Second, EPA believes that the six
bases outlined in its proposed
disapproval remain valid for purposes of
final disapproval. The only clarification
the Agency's rationale for disapproval is
with regard to paragriph 5. Thus, the

. Orderis disapproved not because each

battery operation is addressed '
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separately, but because certain
pollutant-emitting operations whose

. control is critical to compliance were
not addressed, e.g., doors, standpipes
and combustion stacks.

Section 113(d) requires U.S. EPA
review of State orders to assure that
they in fact provide for “final
compliance with the requirement of the
applicable implementation plan * * *"
Section 113(d)(1){(D). Because of the six
factors previously discussed, this
statutory criterion is not met. In
addition, Section 113(d){1)(B) requires
that a Delayed Compliance Order
contain a “* * * schedule and timetable
for compliance,” which is defined in
Section 302(b) as including an ** * *
enforceable sequence of actions or
operations leading to compliance * * **
{emphasis added). For the reasons
previously enumerated, the Bethlehem
Order is not an enforceable agreement.

Bethlehem also asserted that U.S.
EPA’s interpretation of the applicable
regulations was erroneous. U.S. EPA
continues to believe that its .
interpretation of Regulations APC-3 and
APC-5 is proper. It should be noted that
this issue has also been raised by-
Bethlehem in the Agency’s civil action
against this source.

With regard to Bethlehem's final
comment, the U.S. EPA maintains that
this disapproval is in accordance with
the statutory scheme established by the
Clean Air Act and applicable case law.

Again, it is anticipated that such
objections can be raised by Bethlehem
in the pending civil action.

Therefore, the Delayed Compliance
Order issued by the Indiana Air
Pollution Control Board to Bethlehem is
disapproved by the Administrator of
U.S. EPA pursuant to the authority of
Section 113(d)(2) of the Act, 42 U.S.C.
7413(d)(2). Publication of this notice of
final rulemaking constitutes final
Agency action for the purposes of
judicial review under Section 307(b) of
the Act,

{42 U.S.C. 7413(d), 7601.)

Dated: September 10, 1979.
Douglas M. Gostle,
Administrator. -

1. In consideration of the foregoing,
chapter I of Title 40 of the Code of
Federal Regulations is amended as
follows:

By adding an entry lo the table in
§ 65.192 to read as follows:

§65.192 U.S. EPA disapproval of State
Delayed Compliance Orders.

The State Order identified below has
been disapproved by the Administrator
in accordance with Section 113(d)(2) of
the Act and with this part. With regard
to this Order, the Administrator has
determined that it does not satisfy the
applicable requirements of Section
113(d) of the Act.

Sowrce Location Order No. Date of FR Regifation  Final comypiiance
proposal nvotved cata
* - - * * . L)
Bethiehem Steet Corporation.. Bums Harbor, None 3-7-79 APC-3, APC-5. 7-1-79
Indiana.
* * w . » .

2. The text of the order reads as
follows:

Air Pollution Control Board of the State of
Indiana, Plaintiff vs. Bethlehem Steel
Corporation, Burns Harbor, Indiana,
Respondent; Cause No. A-59.

Findings of Fact

1. That the Air Pollution Control Board of
the State of Indiana (*'the Board") is an
agency of the State of Indiana duly’
empowered pursuant to IC 13-1-1 et seq., to
act upon complaints of alleged air pollution
brought by any person and to issue such
orders with respect thereto as it deems
proper. _

2. That the Board has jurisdiction over both
the subject matter and the parties to this
action.

3. That pursuant to the provisions of IC 13-
1-1 and IC 13-7-11-2, notice and service of
same is hereby waived by Respondent. -

4. That Bethlehem Steel Corporation owns
and operates a steel production facility in
Burns Harbor, Indiana.

5. That as part of its steel production
process, Respondent owns and operates two
by-product coke oven balteries.

6. That notwithstanding the control
systems presently installed and operating, the
Board's investigation of the operation of the
coke oven batteries discloses possible
violations of the standards set forth in
Indiana Regulations APC 3 and APC 5.

7. That on March 29, 1973, the Board
adopted a valid Order between the
Respondent and the Board. Said Order set
forth dates for compliance with Indiana
Regulations APC 3 and APC 5 by
Respondent. On July 24, 1973; February 26,
1975; October 22,1975; June 23, 1976; and
August 24, 1977, Amendments No. 1, No. 2,~
No. 3, No. 4, and No. 5, respectively, to that
Order were adopted by the Board, which
Amendments amended and superseded
certain dates for compliance by the dates

outlined in said Amendments. That for
purpose of clarity, the schedules for
compliance are incorporated in their entirety,
including both incremental dates that have
passed and those yet to come.

8. That in order to comply with the Delayed
Compliance Order requirements of the Clean
Air Act as amended August 7, 1977, both the
Respondent and the Board desire that these
Findings of Fact and Recommended Order
amend and supersede the Order adopted
March 29, 1973, as amended, with respect to
the pushing and charging emissions from
Batteries No. 1 and No. 2 set forth herein.

9. That after a thorough investigation of all
relevant facts, including public comment, the
Board has determined that the Respondent is
unable to immediately comply with the
requirements of APC 3 and APC 5, where
applicable, at the Burns Harbor Plant Coke
Oven Batteries, and therefore, pursuant to
Section 113(d) of the Federal Clean Air Act,
issues this Delayed Compliance Order which:

{A) has been issued after notice to the
public containing the contents of the
proposed order and opportunity for public
hearing:

(B) contains a schedule and timetable for
compliance; :

(C) requires compliance with applicable
interim requirements and requires the
emission monitoring and reporting by the
source authorized to be required under
Sections 110{a){2)(F) and 114(a}{1)} of the
Federal Clean Air Act;

(D} provides for final compliance with the
requirements of the applicable regulations as
expeditiously as practicable, but in no event
later than July 1, 1979; and,

(E) hereby notifies the Respondent that
unless exempted under Section 120{a}{2}(B} or
(C), of the Federal Clean Air Act, it will be
required to pay a noncompliance penalty
effective July 1, 1979, in the event Respondent.
fails to achieve final compliance by July 1,
1979.

10. That there is no readily available
control technology or known operating
technologies guaranteed to bring coke
batteries into compliance with Indiana
Regulations APC 3 and APC 5. The
compliance program set forth in the following -
Order, however, represents the best efforts of
the Board and the Respondent fo devise a
program to provide for achieving compliance
with APC 3 and APC 5 by July 1, 1979.

11. That pursuant to Section 107 of the
Federal Clean Air Act, as amended, the area
in the vicinity of the Burns Harbor Plant has
been recommended by the Board and - -
designated by the United States
Environmental Protection Agency on March
3, 1978, as unclassifiable with respect fo
attainment of the National Ambient Air
Quality Standard for particulate matter.

12. That on March 22, 1978, the Board
approved for public hearing revised
Regulation APC 3 regarding visible emissions
and new Regulation APC 9 regarding coke
oven emissions which, if promulgated as
proposed, may alter the performance required
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to achieve compliance with State regulations
at the coke oven batteries.

Recommended Order

Now, therefore, based upon the above
Findings of Fact and upon consent of the
parties, it is"hereby Ordered, adjudged and
decreed as follows: 3

1. That Respondent, Bethlehem Steel
Corporation, shall abate particulate
emissions according to the following

* schedule which provides for compliance with
Indiana Air Pollution Control Board
Regulations APC.3 and APC 5no later than
July 1, 1879,

A.-Pushing Emissions. 2. Submit final plans
for three-enclosed coke guides, two quench
cars, and two stationary gas cleaning systems
with associated air pollution control
equipment for Batteries No.1and No. 2 by

' Qctober 31, 1976. - o

2. Place purchase orders by November 30.
1976.

3. Complete installation'by November 30,
1978. .

4. Achieve compliance by February 15,

* 1979, .

B. Charging Emissions. 1. Submit program
for modified stage charging by September 1,
1977.

2, Commence issuance of purchase-orders -
pursuant to preliminary engineering by
Oclober 31, 1977, .

3. Commence construction by April 1, 1978..

4. Complete engineering by July 31, 1978.

5. Complete construction by June:3,1979.

6. Achieve compliance by July 1,197,

2. That notwithstanding the provisions of
paragraph 1 hereof, nothing herein shall be.or
shall be deemed to bé a waiver of
Respondent's right to challenge the
applicability or technical feasibility of
Indiana Air Pollution:Control Board )
Regulations APC 3 and APC5 in any action
brought to enforce the terms and.conditions

“of this Order, which action is based in whole
or in part on a failure to achieve compliance
with said Regulations, provided however,
that this provision shall not excuse the
Respondent from installing the control - -
equipment committed to in-paragraph 1 of
this Order. .

3. That in the interim and until the time that
compliance with Indiana Regulation APC 3
and APC 5 is achieved, Respondent shall
employ the Operation and Maintenance
Practice Program attached to this Orderas -
Exhibit I with respect to the pushing and
charging emissions from Batteries No. 1 and
No. 2. This is the best practicable systemof
‘emissions reduction for the interim period.

4. That beginning thirty (30) days after the
date of this Order, quarterly progress:reports
shall be submitted by the Respondent to the
Board. Respondent shall include in such
reports emission monitoring data required by
paragraph 5 of this Order. - ‘

5. Respondent shall monitor the pressure
drop and water flow rate of the land-based
scrubber on Coke Oven Batteries No. 1 and
No. 2, and shall maintain such data at the
office of the Environmental Control-
Department at Burns Harbor and make such

(data available for inspection'upon the
request of a staff member of the Air Pollution
Control Division. .

6. That upon application of' Respondent, the
provisions of this Order and plans and -
schedules submitted and appraved hereunder
may be modified by the Board when air
pollution control standards applicable to the
by-product-coke ovens.are changed:
provided, however, that this.Order shall'be
construed to provide for final compliance °
with the requirements’ of the applicable
regulations as expeditiously as practicable,
butin no event later than July 4, 1979, or three
years after the date for final compliance with
such requirement specified in such’
regulations, whichever is later. Any order,
decision or other action taken by the Board
upon such application may be appealed to
the courts of the State as provided by IC 4~
22-1-1 et seq. r

7. Failure of the Respondent‘to achieve
final compliance with Indiana Regulations
APC 3 and APC 5 by July 1, 1979, may subject
Respondent to a claim for a noncompliance
penalty in.accordance with Section 120 of the
Clean Air Act, 42 U.S.C. 7420 and any State
Regulation that may be submitted to.and
approved by the Administrator in accordance
with that Section. Notwithstanding the above,
Respondent reserves the right .to contest in

. any forum the application of such penalty for

noncompliance to any source covered by this
Order. / b

8. That shotld events occur which cause a
delay in‘meeting any interim dates
established in‘this Order and these events
are entirely beyond the control of the
Respondent, upon application of Respondent

- these dates may be modified by the Board.

Any order. decision or other action taken by
the. Board upon.such application may be
appealed to the courts of the State as
provided by IC 4-22-1-1 et. seq.

" Should the Air Pollution Control Board,
after hearing, determine that a-delay’in
meeting the requirements of Section 1(A) of
this Order is due'to evénts which are not
within the reasonable control of the
Respondent, the Air Pollution Control Board

~ . agrees not to impose or seek any civil or

criminal penalties for any delay beyond
either the interim dates set forth in this Order
or the July 1, 1979, date established by the
Clean Air Act, other than those provided for
under Section 120 of the Clean Air Act.
Should the Air Pollution:Control Board after
hearing determine that a delay in meeting the
requirements of Section 1{B) of this Order is
due to events which are not within the
reasonable control of Respondent, the Air
Pollution Control Board agrees not to impose
or seek criminal penalties for delays beyond
the July 1, 1979, date established by the Clean
Air Act or civil or.criminal penalties for any
delays beyond any of the interim dates set,
forth in this Order, other.than those provided
for under Section 120 of the Clean Air Act or
rules or regulations promulgated thereunder.

9. This Order shall terminate with respect
to any of the operations referred to in Section.
1(A) or 1(B) as of the date that emissions
from such operations are in compliance.

10. That nothing herein contained shall in
any way affect the Board's right to enforce

" Air Poliution regulations which deal with

provisions not covered by this Order.
1 have reviewed the above Findings of Fact
and Recommended Order and hereby

recommend that the Air Pollution Control

Board adop! this as its Final Order.
Dated: November 15, 1978,

Harry D. Williams,

“Director, AirPollution Control Division.

1 am duly authorized lo legally bind
Bethlehem Steel Corporation in this matter,
and Lhave received a copy of the above
Recommended Order and agree to be bound
by said Order swhen issued by the Board and
hereby waive the notice required by Indianu
Code 13-1-1 and 13-7-11-2,

Dated: November 13, 1978.

C. R. Rough,
Bethlehem Steel Carporation.

" (¥R Doc. 782674 Filed 9-14-79; 645 am{

BILLING CODE 6560-01-M

40 CFR Part 65
[FRL 1315-5]

Delayed Compliance Order for Amoco
Oil Co.

AGENCY: United States Environmental
Protection Agency (U.S. EPA).

ACTION: Final rule.

SUMMARY: By this rule, the
Administrator of U.S. EPA issues a
Delayed Compliance Order to Amoco
0Oil Company {Amoco). The Order
requires the Company o bring air
emissions from its volatile organic
materials loading rack at Aurora, Ohio
into compliance with certain regulations
contained in the federally approved
Ohio State Implementation Plan (SIP).
Amoco’s compliance with the Order will

. preclude suits under the Federal

enforcement and citizen suit provisions -
of the Clean Air Act (the Act) for
violations of the SIP regulations covered
in the Order,

DATES: This rule takes effect September
17, 1979.-

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
‘Roger M. Grimes, Attorney, United
States Environmental Protection
Agency, 230 South Dearborn Street,
Chicago, Illinois 60604, Telephone (312)
353-2082. .

' SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: On June

15, 1979, the regional Administrator of
U.S. EPA’s Region V Office published in
the Federal Register (44 FR 34522) a
notice setting out the provisions of a
proposed Federal Delayed Compliance
Order for Amoco. The notice asked for
public comments and offered the °
opportunity to request a public hearing
on the proposed Order. No public
comments and no request for a public
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hearing were received in response to the
notice.

Therefore, a Delayed Compliance
Order effective this date is issued to
Amoco by the Administrator of U.S.
EPA pursuant to the authority of Section
- 113(d)(1) of the Act, 42 U.S.C. 7413(d)(1).
The Order places Amoco on a schedule
to bring its volatile organic materials
loading rack at Aurora, Ohio, into
compliance as expeditiously as
practicable with Regulation AP-5-07(E),
a part of the federally approved Ohio
State Implementation Plan. Amoco is
unable to immediately comply with this
regulation. The Order also imposes
interim requirements which meet
Section 113(d)(1)(C) and 113(d)(7) of the
Act, and emission monitoring and
reporting requirements. If the conditions
of the Order are met, it will permit
Amoco to delay compliance with the SIP
regulation covered by the Order until
July 1, 1979.

Compliance with the Order by Amoco
will preclude Federal enforcement
action under Section 113 of the Act for
violations of the SIP regulation covered
by the Order. Citizen suits under Section
304 of the Act-to enforce against the
source are similarly precluded.
Enforcement may be initiated, however,
for violations of the terms of the Order,

and for violations of the regulation
covered by the Order which accurred
before the Order was issued by U.S.
EPA or after the Order is terminated. If
the Administrator determines that
Amoco is in violation of a requirement
contained in the Order, one or more of

the actions required by Section 113(d)(9) —

of the Act will be initiated. Publication
of this notice of final rulemaking
constitutes final Agency action for the
purposes of judicial review under
Section 307(b) of the Act.

U.S. EPA has determined that the
Order shall be effective September 17,

. 1979, because of the need to

immediately place Amoco on a schedule
for compliance with the Ohio State
Implementation Plan.
(42 U.S.C. 7413(d), 7601)

Dated: September 10, 1979,
Douglas M, Costle,
Administrator.

In consideration of the foregoing,
Chapter I of Title 40 of the Code of
Federal Regulations is amended as
follows:

PART 65—DELAYED COMPLIANCE
ORDERS

By adding the following entry to the
table in § 65.400:

§ 65.400 Federal delayed compliance order Issued under section 113(d) (1), (3), and (4) of

the act.
Source Location Order No. Datc of FR SiPreglaten  Final comgfance
proposal vedved da'a
Arnoco Off Company Aurora, Ohio. EPA-5-78-A-49..... 068/15/78.ccces AP-5-07(E} ... 07/03/19

{FR Doc. 79-28798 Filed 9-14-79; 8:45 am)
BILLING CODE 6560-01-M

4G CFR Part 117
[FRL 1319-6]

Water Programs; De.terminatlon of
" Reportable Quantities for Hazardous
Substances; Deferral of Effective Date

AGENCY: Environmental Protection
Agency.
AcTioN: Deferral of effective date.

SUMMARY: On August 29, 1979, EPA
promulgated regulations governing the
discharge of substances designated as
hazardous under Section 311 of the
Clean Water Act. 44 FR 50766; 40 CFR
Part 117. These rules become effective in
most respects on September 28, 1979. At
the same time, EPA published notice of

intent to delete calcium oxide and
calcium hydroxide (“lime") from the list
of hazardous substances. 44 FR 50783,
Final action regarding the status of lime
as a hazardous substance is not
expected until after the effective date of
40 CFR Part 117. The Agency believes it
would be inappropriate to apply and
enforce the regulations as to lime until
such time as final action is taken with
respect to lime. .
EFFECTIVE DATE: Accordingly, the
effective date of 40 CFR Part 117 as it
applies to lime is deferred pending
further notice in the Federal Register.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Kenneth M, Mackenthun, Director,
Criteria and Standards Division (\VH-
585), Office of Water Planning and
Standards, U.S. Environmental
Protection Agency, 401 M Street, SW,,
Washington, D.C. 20460, (202) 755-0100.

Dated: September 7, 1979.
Thomas C. Jorling, .
Assistant Administrator for Water and Waste
Management.
{FR Doc. 79-28300 Fited 8-14-79; 8:45 am)
BILLING CODE 6580-01-M

GENERAL SERVICES
ADMINISTRATION

41 CFR Part 101-49
[FPMR Amdt. H-117)

Utilization, Donation, and Qther
Disposal of Forelgn Gifts and
Decoratlions

AGENCY: General Services
Administration.
ACTION: Final rule.

SUMMARY: Section 515 of Pub. L. 95-105,
approved August 17, 1977, 91 Stat. 862; 5
U.S.C. 7342, provides generally for the ~
utilization, donation, or other disposal in
accordance with the provisions of the
Federal Property and Administrative
Services Act of 1949, as amended, of
gifts of more than minimal value and
decoralions given to employees of the
U.S. Government by foreign
governments. This regulation provides
the necessary implementation of those
provisions of Pub. L. 95-103 relating to
the utilization, donation, or other
disposal of foreign gifts and decorations
that are under the purview of the
Administrator of General Services. It
also incorporates applicable provisions
of section 712 of Pub. L. 95-426,
approved October 7, 1978, 92 Stat. 994,
which amended 5 U.S.C. 7342 to provide
special handling and disposal
procedures for foreign gifts and
decorations received by Senators and
Senate employees.

EFFECTIVE DATE: September 17, 1979.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Mr. Stanley M. Duda, Director,
Utilization Division, Office of Personal
Property, Federal Property Resources
Service, General Services
Administration, Washington, DC 20106
(703-557-1540).
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: FPMR
Temporary Regulation H-18 (42 FR
65171, Dec. 30, 1977} and Supplement 1
(44 FR 8264, Feb. 9, 1979) are canceled
and deleted from the appendix at the
end of Subchapter H in 41 CFR Chapter
101. In addition to the incorporation of
changes required by Pub. L. 95-426,
minor editorial and procedural changes
have also been made.

The General Services Administration
has determined that this regulation will
not impose unnecessary burdens on the
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economy or on individuals and,
therefore, is not significant for'the
* purposes of Executive Order 12044.

The table of contents for Subchapter
H of title 41 of the Code of Federal
Regulations is amended to add new ‘Part
101-49 as follows: )

PART 101-49--UTILIZATION, .
DONATION, AND DISPOSAL OF ‘
FOREIGN GIFTS AND DECORATIONS

Sec.

101-49.000 Scope of part.

101-49.001 Definitions,

10149.001<1 Employee.

101-49.001-2 Foreign govemmem

101-49.001-3 Gift.

101-49.001-4 Decoration.
-101-49.001~5 Minimal value,

101-49,001-86 Employing agency.

Subpart 101-49.1—General Provisions

pa

10149101 Custody ofgifts and decorations.

101-49.102 Care and handling.

101-49.103 Information on availability Tor
Federal utilization or donation.

101-49.104 Cooperation of employing
agencies.

101-49.105 Appraisals.

101-49.106 Gilts and decorations received
by Senators and Senate.employees.

101-49.108-1 Disposal of gifts.and
decorations by the Senate.

101-49.106~2 Disposal of gifts and
decorations by GSA.

101-49.106-3 Gifts and ﬁecorahons not
disposed of by (GSA.

101-49.107 Approvals.

101-49.108 Disposal-of firearms.

Subpart 101-49.2—Utilization of Fore:gn
Gifts and Decorations

101-49.200 Scope of subpart.

101-49.201 Reporting.

101-49.201~1 Gifts and decorancns required
to be reported.

101-49.201-2 Gifts and decoraﬁonsnot tobe
reported.

101-49.202 Transfers to other Federal
agencies.

101-49.203 Costs incident to transfer.

101-49.202 Gilts-and decorationsno longer
required by transferee agency.

101-49.205 Deposit of money and gertain
intangible gifts with the Department of
the Treasury.”

Subpart 101-49.3—Donation:of Fore:gn
Gifts and Decorations

101-49.300 -Scope of subpart.

101-49.301 Donation of gifts and
decorations.

101-49.302 Requests by public agencies and

N

Sec.
101-48.401 Sale of gifts. :
101-40:402 Appraval of sales by the

Secretary of State.

101-49.403 Responsibility for sale.
101-49.404 Proceeds.from sales.
101-49.405 Destruction of gifts and

decorations.
Authority: Sec.-205{c), 63 Stat. 390; a0 -

U.S.C. 486(c): and sec. 515, 91 Stat. 862; 5

u.s.C. 7342

New Part 10149 is addvd to Title 41
of the Code of Federal Regulations as
follows

PART 101-49-——UTILIZATJON
. DONATION, AND DISPOSAL OF

" FOREIGN GIFTS AND DECORATIONS
~ §101-49.000 Scope of part.

This part prescnbes po]xcxes and
procedures governing the utilization,
donation, and disposal of gifts.and

decorations from foreign governments in

accordance with 5 U.S.C. 7342.

" § 101-49.001 Definitions.

For the purposes of this Part 10149,
the following terms shall have the
meanings set forth in this section.

§ 101-49.001-1 Employee.
"‘Employee" means: g

(a) An employee as defined by 5
U.S.C. 2105 and an officer cr employee

of the United States Postal Service or of

the Postal Rate Commission;
.(b}.An expert or consultant who is

under contract under 5 U.S.C..3109 with

the United States or-any agency,
department, or establishment therecf,

including, in hie case of an organization

performing services under that section.
any individual involved in the
performance of the services:

(c) An individual employed by or
occupying an office or position‘in the

" government of a territory-or possession

of the United States or the government
of the District of Columbia;

(d).A member of a uniformed service;

{e) The President and the Vice
President;
(£)-A Member .of Congress as defined

" by 5 U.5.C. 2106 {except the Vice
President) and any Delegate to the
Congress;and -

(g) The spouse of an individual

eligible nonprofit tax-exempt activities. . described in paragraphs (a) through (f)

10149303 Allocation.

101-49.304 Conditions of donation.

101-49.305 Costs.incident to donation.

101-49.306 Withdrawal of donable gifts and
decorations for Federal utilization.

101-49.307 -Donation of gifts withdrawn:
from sale.

Subpart 101-49.4—8Sale or Destruction.of
Foreign Gifts and Decorations

101-49.400 . Scope of subpart.

of this secfion-(unless this individual
and his or ‘her spouse are separated) or
a_dependent (within the meaning of
section 152 of the Internal Revenue

- Code of1954) of this individual, other -
than a spouse or dependent who is an
employee under paragraphs [a) through
{f) of this section.

§ 101-49.001-2 Foreign government.

“Foreign government”.means:

{a) Any unit of foreign governmentul
authority. including any foreign national,
State, Tocal, and municipal government;

{(b) Any international or multinational
organization whose membership is
composed of any unit of a foreign
govemmenl described in paragraph (u)
of this section; and

{c) Any ‘agent or representative of uny
unit or organization while acling ag
such:

§ 101-49.001-3 Gift.

“Gift" means a tangible or intangible
present (other than a decoration)

- tendered by or received from a foreign

government.

§ 101-49.001-4 Decoration.

“Decoration” means an order, device,
medal, badge, insignia, emblem, or
award tendered by or received from a
foreign government,

§ 101-49.001~5 Minimal value.

+ “Minimal value” nteans a retail value
in the United States at the time of
acceptance of $100 or less, except that:

(a) On January 1,71981, and at 3- -year
intervals thereafter, “minimal value"”
will be redefined in regulations
prescribed by the Administrator of

. General Services, in consultdtion with

the Secretary of State, to reflect changes
in the consumer price index for the
nm&nedndtely preceding 3-year period;
an

{b) Regulations of an employing
agency may define “minimal value" for
its employees to be less than the value
provided under this section.

§ 101-49.001-6 Employlng agency.

“Employing agency” means:

{a) The Committee on Standards of
Official Conduct of the House of
Representatives, for Members and
employees of the House of
R(*presentahves. except that those
responsibilities specified in 5 U.S.C.
7342(c)(2){A), (e}(1), and (g)(2)(B) shall
be carried out by the Clerk of the House!

(b) The Select Committee on Ethics of
the Senate, for Senators and employees
of the Senate, except that those
responsibilities {other than
responsibilities involving approval of
the employing agency) specified in 5
U.S.C. 7342(c)(2), (d), and (g)(2)(B) shall
be carried out by the Secretary of the
Senate;

(c) The Administrative Office of the
United States Courts, for judges and
judicial branch employees; and

(d) The department agency, office, or
other entity in which an employee is
employed, for other legislative branch
employees and for all executive branch
employees.
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Subpart 101-49.1—General Provisions

§ 10149101 Custody of gifis and
decorations. )

{a) GSA generally will not take
physical possession of gifts or
decorations governed by this Part 101~
49, Gifts and decorations shall temain in
the custody and be the responsibility of
the employing agency.

{b) GSA will direct the disposition of
gifts and decorations when reported to
GSA by the employing agency by:

{1) Transfer to Federal agencies:

{2) Donation for public display or
reference purposes;

{3) Sale with the approval of the
Secretary of State; or

* [(3) Destruction.

§ 101-49.102 Care and handling.

Each employing agency shall be
responsible for and bear thé cost-of
performing care and handling of gifts
and decorations pending disposition and
removal from its physical custody.

§ 101-29.103 1Information on availability
for Federal utilization or donation.

GSA will provide information on the
availability of gifts and decorations, .
when reported to GSA, to Federal
agencies and appropriate State agencies
for surplus property.

§ 101-39.104 Cooperation of employing
agencies.

- Each employing agency shall -
cooperate fully in the inspection of gifts
and decorations in its custody and in
providing assistance in pickup and
shipment upon receipt of GSA-approved
documentation.

§ 101-49.105 Appraisals.

Employing agencies shall obtain
independent appraisals of specific gifts
when requested by GSA.

§ 101-49.106 Gifts and decorations
received by Senators and Senate

empioyees.

§ 101-49.106-1 Disposal of gifts and
decorations by the Senate.

Gifts and decorations received by a
Senator or an-employee of the Senate
that are deposited with the Secretary of
the Senate for disposal or are deposited
dfter termination of official use will be
disposed of by the Commission on Art
and Antiquities of the United States
Senate in accordance with 5 U.S.C.
7332(e)(2).

§101-49.106-2 Disposal of giftsand
decorations by GSA.

Gifts and decorations received by a
Senator or an employee of the Senate
not disposed of by the Commission on
Art and Antiguities will be reported to

GSA in accordance with §10149.201 for
utilization, donation, or other disposal
under this Part 101-49.

§ 101-49.106-3 Gifts and decorations not
disposed of by GSA.

GSA will notify the Commission on
Art and Antiquities when a gift or
decoration received by a Senator or an
employee of the Senate has not been
disposed of within a year after the gift
or decoration is reported to GSA. A gift
or decoration not disposed of by GSA
may be disposed-of by the Commission
on Art and Antiquities. The Commission
on Art and Antiquities will nolify GSA
of its intent to dispose of a gift or
decoration. Gifts and decorations that
the Commission on Art and Antiquities
does not wish to dispose of will
continue to be handled .and disposed-of
in accordance with this Part 10149,

§ 101-49.107 Approvals.

The utilization, donalion, or other
disposal of gifts and decorations
reported to GSA under this Part 101-49
will be approved by the Commissianer,
Federal Property Resources Service,
GSA.

§ 101-49,108 Disposal of {irearms.

Firearms received as foreign gifts that
are reported to GSA will be offered for
transfer to Federal agencies, including
law enforcement activities. Those
firearms not transferred 1o a Federal
activity may be donated for display
purposes at the discretion of GSA. Sale
of firearms shall be in accordance with
§ 101-45.300-1.

Subpart 101-49.2—Utilization of
Foreign Gifts and Decorations

§101-49.200 Scope of subpart.

This subpart prescribes policies and
procedures governing the utilization and
transfer within the Federal Government
of foreign gifts and decorations.

§ 101-49.201 Reporting.

§ 101~49.201-1 Gifts and decorations
required to be reported.

(a) Except as provided in §§ 101-
49.106 and 101~49.201-2, 1angible gifts
and decorations that are not retained for
official use or returned to the donor
shall be reported to GSA within 30
calendar days after deposit of the gift or
decoration with the employing agency.
Tangible gifts and decorations that have
been retained for official use and have
not heen returned to the donor shall be
reported to GSA within 30 calendar
days after termination of the official use.
Gifts and decorations shall be reported
on Standard Form 120, Report of Excess
Personal Property {see § 101-43.4901-
120). to the General Services

Administration {DP}, Washington, DC
20406. The Standard Form 120 shall be
conspicuously marked “FOREIGN
GIFTS AND/OR DECORATIONS"” and
include the following information:

(1) The name and posifion of the
employee recipient;

{2) A full description of the gift or
decoration:

(3) The identity, if known, of the
foreign government and the name and
position of the individual who presented
the gift or decoration;

(4) The date of acceptance of the gift
or decoration;

(5) The estimated value in the United
States of the gift or decoration at the
lime of acceptance, or the appraised
value, if known;

{6) The current location of the gift or
decoration:

(7} The name, address, and telephone
number of the responsible accountable
official in the employing agency; and

(8) An indication whether the
employee recipient is interested in
purchasing the gift if it is sold by GSA.

{b) Gifts and decorations received by
the President or a member of the
President’s family will be reported to the
General Services Administration (NL).
Washington, DC 20408, using Standard
Form 120, completed as described in
paragraph (a)} of this section.

(c) The Central Intelligence Agency
may delete the information required in
paragraphs{a) {1) and (3) of this secton
if the Director of Central Intelligence
certifies in writing to the Secretary of
State that the publication of this
information could adversely affect 11.S.
intelligence sources.

(d) This report has been cleared in
accordance with FPMR 101-11.11 and is
exempt from reports control.

§ 101~49.201-2 Gifts and decorations not
to be reported.

(a) The following gifts and
decorations shall not be reported to
GSA:

(1) Gifts and decorations returned to
the donor;

(2) Gifts and decorations retained by
the employing agency for official use,
excep! upon termination of the official
use;

[3) Decorations retained by the
employee recipient with the approval of
the employing agency;

(4) Intangible gilts, including checks.
money orders, bonds, shares of stock,
and other securities and negotiable
instruments {see § 101-49.205);

(5) Cash, currency, and money, except
‘those with possible historic or
numismatic value (see § 101-49.205); and

(6) Gifts and decorations received by
a Senator or an employee of the Senate
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disposed of by the Commission on Art
and Antiquities of the United States (see
§ 101~49.108). :

(b) Gifts and decorations covered by"
paragraphs (a) (1), (2), and (3) of this
section will be handled in accordance
with employing agency regulations.

§ 101-49.202 Transfers to other Federal
agencies. B

(a) Gifts and decorations will be made
available for transfer for a period of 60
calendar days following receipt by GSA
of the Standard Form 120 to activities
specified in § 101-43.315-1. Transfers
will be made as considered appropriate
by GSA, generally on a first-come-first-
served basis. T

(b) Transfers will be accomplished by.
submitting for approval a Standard
Form 122, Transfer Order Excess
Personal Property (see § 101—43.4901—
122), or any other transfer order form
appraved by GSA, to the General
Services Administration (DP),
Washington, DG 20406. The Standard
Form 122 or other transfer order form
shall be conspicuously marked
“FOREIGN GIFTS AND/OR
DECORATIONS"” and include all
information furnished by the employing
agency as specified in § 101-49.201-1(a).

§ 101-49.203 Costs incident to transfer.

All transfers of gifts and decorations
will be made without reimbursement,
except that direct costs incurred by the
employing agency in actual packing,
preparation for shipment, loading, and
transportation may be recovered by the
employing agency from the transferee
agency if billed by the employing --
agency. (See § 101-43.317-1.)-

§ 101-49.204 Gifts and decorations no
longer required by transferee agency.

Gifts and decorations no longer
required by the transferee agency shall
be reported as provided in § 101-49.201~
1. .

§ 101-49.205 Deposit of money and
certain intangible gifts with the Department
of the Treasury. ‘ i
Money, cash, currency, and siich
intangible gifts as checks, money orders,
bonds, shares of stock, and other
securities and negotiable instruments
not required to be reported to GSA shall
be deposited with the Department of the
Treasury by the employing agency in
accordance with applicable laws and
regulations. -

Subpart 101-49.3—Donation of
Foreign Gifts and Decorations

§ 101-49.300 Scope of subpart.

This subpart prescribes policies and
procedures governing the donation of
foreign gifts and decorations to public-

agencies and eligible nonprofit tax-
exempt activities for public display
purposes and, in the case of books or-
manuscripts, for public display or'
reference purposes.

§ 101-49.301 Donation of gifts and
decorations. .

(a) Gifts and decorations for which
thereis no Federal requirement as
determined by GSA-will be made *
avaijlable at the discretion of GSA
through State agencies to appropriate

b4

" public agencies and eligible nonprofit

tax-exempt activities for.a period of 21
calendar days following the period of
Federal utilization as provided in § 101~

49.202(a). :

(b} Donations of gifts and decorations
will be made for public display purposes
and, in the case of books or
manuscripts, for public display or
reference purposes. Donations will be
made in accordance with Part 10144,
except as otherwise provided in this
Subpart 10149.3.

§ 101-49.302 ' Requests by public agencles
‘and eligible nonprofit tax-exempt activities.

Requests for donation of gifts and
decorations to public agencies and
eligible nonprofit tax-exempt activities
shall be supported with a letter of intent,
signed and dated by the authorized
representative of the proposed donee,
describing the intended use of the items

. and the manner in which they would be

displayed or used for'reference
purposes. Donations of gifts and
decorations will be accomplished by
submitting for approval a Standard
Form 123, Transfer Order Surplus
Personal Property (see § 101-44.4901~
123), 1o the General Services
Administration (DP), Washington, DC
20406, The Standard Form 123 shall be
prepared and distributed in accordance
with the instructions in § 101-44.4901~
123-1 and shall be conspicuously
marked "FOREIGN GIFTS AND/OR-"
DECORATIONS.”

§101-49.303 Allocation.

Allocation of gifts and decorations
will be made by GSA-on a fair and
equitable basis for the maximum public
benefit. The following will be
considered by GSA in effecting
allocation and transfer of gifts and

" decorations among the States:

(a} Requests submitted through a
State agency for a specific gift or
decoration when the donee requesting
the item has an association or
relationship with the employee
recipient. Such a request may be further,

supported by a letter from the employee -

recipient;

(b) Significance of the gift or
decoration to the requesting donee;

(c) Requests submitted through a State
agency by public museums; -

(d) Quantity and value of the gifts or
decorations; .

() Prior receipt of similar items; and

(f) Other criteria as considered
appropriate by GSA.

§ 101-49.:104 Conditfons of donation.

The State agency shall require the
donee to agree in writing to the
following special handling conditions
and use limitations imposed by GSA on
the donation of gifts or decorations:

(a) The donee, at its expense, shall bo
responsible for making arrangements for
and removing the gift or decoration and
for packing, handling, transportation,
and reasonable insurance costs
associated with-the removal, ,

(b) The gift or decoration shall be
used for public display purposes and, in
the case of books or manuscripts, for
public display or reference purposes at -
the times and in the manner as other
similar iteins are displayed or used in
the donee’s exhibition or reference
rooms. The gift or decoration shall not
be used for the personal benefit of any
individual.

(c) The donee shall place the gift or
decoration into use for public display or
reference purposes within 12 months
following receipt and use the gift or
decoration in accordance with this
section for the following period of
restriction after being placed in use:

(1) One year, for a gift valued at $100
or less;

(2) Three years, for a gift valued at
more than $100 and less than $1,000, and
decorations;

(3) Five years, for a gift valued at
more than $1,000; or

(4) A period longer than 5 years when
specified by GSA for any gift or
decoration.

"(d) The donee shall comply with all
additional restrictions covering the
handling and use of any gift or
decoration imposed by GSA. :

(e) For all gifts or decorations having
a period of restriction of 5 years or
longer, the donee shall, during the
period of restriction, submit an annual
report to GSA through the State agency.
The report shall contain a description of
the current condition and use of thosd
gifts or decorations, and a certification
that the donee is in compliance with the
conditions of donation for all gifts or
decorations that the donee has received.

-(f) To determine whether the donec is
complying with the conditions of the
donation, the donee shall allsws the
right of access to the donee’s premises
at reasonable times for inspection of the
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gift or decoration by duly authorized
representatives of the Federal
Government or the State agency.

{g) During the period of restriction, the
donee shall not sell, trade, lease, lend,
bail, encumber, cannibalize, or
dismantle for parts or otherwise dispose
of the property; or remove it
permanently for use outside the State; or
transfer title to the gift or decoration
directly orindirectly; or do or allow
anything to be done that would tause
the gift or decoration to be seized, taken
into execution, attached, Jost, stolen,
damaged, or destroyed.

{h) In the event the donee no longer
desires to use the gift or decoration for
public display or reference purposes as
provided in this section during the
period of restriction prescribed in
paragraph (c] of this section, the donee
shall notify the General Services
Administration {DP}, Washington, DC
20405, through the State agency and,
upon demand by GSA, title and right to
possession of the gift or decoration shall
revert to the'U.S. Government. In this
event, the donee shall comply with
transfer or disposition instructions
furnished by GSA ‘through the State
agency, with costs of transportation,
handling, and reasonable insurance
during transportation to be paid by the
donee or the Government as directed by
GSA.

(i) Upon the donee’s failure to comply
with any of the above conditions, GSA ™
may demand return of the gift or .
decoration and, upon demand, title and
right to possession of the gift or
decoration shall revert to the U.S.
Government. In this event, the donee
shall return the gift or decoration in
accordance with instructions furnished
by GSA, with costs of transportation,
handling, and reasonable insurance
during transportation to be paid by the
donee or the Government as directed by
GSA. If the gift or decoration is lost,
stolen, or cannot legally be recovered or
returned for any other reason, the donee
shall pay to GSA the fair market value
of the gift or decoration at the time of
this demand as determined by GSA. If
the gift or decoration is damaged or -
destroyed. GSA may reguire the donee
to {1} return the item and pay the
difference between the fair market value
of the item if it were not damaged or
destroyed and the fair market value of
the damaged or desiroyed item, or (2)
pay the fair market value of the item if it
were not.damaged or destroyed, as
determined by GSA.

§ 101-49.305 Costs incident to donation.
Costs incyrred incident to donation of

gifts and decorations shall be handled in

accordance with § 101-44.104.

§101-49.306 Withdrawal of donable gtits
and decorations for Federal utilization.

Gifts and decorations set aside or
approved for donation may be
withdrawn for Federal utilization in
accordance with § 101-44.101L

§101-49.307 Donatlon of gifts withdrawn
from sale.

Gifts that are being offered for sale
may be withdrawn and approved for
donation in accordance with § 101-
44.107.

Subpart 103-49.4—Sale or Destruction
of Foreign Gifts and Decorations

§ 101-49.400 Scope of-subpart.

This subpart prescribes policies and
procedures governing the disposal by
sale or destruction of foreign gifts.and
decorations that GSA has determined
are not needed for Federal utilization or
donation.

§101-49.401 Sale of glits.

Gifts will be sold by GSA as follows:

{a} Gifts will be offered through
negotiated sales to eligible employee
recipients who have indicated an
interest in purchasing the items. (See
§ 101-49.201~1{a)(8).) The sales price
will be the appraised value of the gifts
plus the cost of the appraisal.

{b) Gifts that are not sold under
paragraph [a) of this section will be sold
in accordance with Part 10145.

§ 101-49.402 Approval of sales by the
Secretary of State.

The approval of the Secretary of State
or the Secretary's designee shall be
obtained before offering any gift for
sale.

§101-49.403 Responsibllity for sale.

GSA will be responsible for the sale
of gifts. Sales will be conducted by or at
the direction of the General Services
Administration. Each employing agency
shall cooperate fully with GSA in the
sale of gifts in its custody.

§ 101-49.404 Proceeds from sales.

The proceeds from the sale of gifts
shall be deposited in the Treasury as
miscellaneous reciepts, unless otherwise
authorized by law or regulation.

§ 101-49.405 Destruction of glfts and
decorations.

Gifts that are not sold under this
Subpart 101-19.4 and decorations may
be destroyed and disposed of as scrap
or for their material content.

Dated: Septembrer 6.1979.
R. G. Freeman 1il,
Administrator of General Services.
[FR Doc. 70-2878° Filed 5-13-78: 843 am}
BILLING CODE 6320-96-H

INTERSTATE COMMERCE
COMMISSION

49 CFR Part 1033 -
[Service Order No. 1388-A}

Kent, Barry, Eaton Connecting Railway
Co., Inc. Authorized To Operate Over
Tracks Formerly Operated by
Consolidated Rall Corp.

AGENCY: Interstate Commerce
Commission.

ACTION: Service Order No. 1388-A.

SUMMARY: Since the emergency no
longer exists, Service Order Number
1388 is vacated effective 11:59 p.m..
September 10, 1979.

EFFECTIVE DATE: September10,1879.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
J. Kenneth Carter, {202) 275-7840.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

Decided: September 10, 1579.

Upon further consideration of Service
Order No. 1388 (44 FR 44504), and good
cause appearing therefore:

1t is ordered: § 10331388 Service
Order No. 1388 (Kent, Barry, Eaton
Connecting Railway Company,
Incorporated authorized to operate over
tracks formerly operated by
Consolidated Rail Corporation)is -
vacated-effective 11:59 p.m., September
10. 1879.

(49 U.S.C. (10303-10305 and 11121~11126)}

A copy of this order shall be served
upon the Association of American
Railroads, Car Service Division, as agent
of the railroads subscribing to the car
service and car hire agreement under
the terms of that agreement and upon
the American Short Line Railroad
Association. Notice of this order shall be
given to the general public by deposifing
a copy in the Office of the Secretary of
the Commission, at Washington, D.C.,
and by filing a copy with the Director,
Office of the Federal Register.

By the Commission, Railroad Service
Board, members Joel E. Bumns, Robert S.
Turkington and John R. Michael. Member
Robert S. Turkington not participating.
Agatha L. Mergenovich,

Secretary.
[FR Doc. 79-26700 Filed $-14-7% &45 am)
BILLING CODE 7036-01-M
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Proposed Rules

Federal , Register
Vol. 44, '‘No. 181

Monday; September 17, 1979

This sectlon ‘of the FEDERAL HEGISTER
contains notices to the public of the -
proposed issuance of rules and
regulations, The purpose of these notices
Is to give interested persons an
opportunny to participate in the rule
making prior to the adopuon of the final
rules.

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

Federal Aviation Administration

[14 CFR Part 39]

[Docket No 71-WE-28-AD]
McDonnell Douglas Model DC-9 and
_C-9 Series Airplanes -

AGENCY: Federal Aviation
Administration (FAA) DOT.
AcTION: Notice of proposed rule making.

SUMMARY: This notice proposes to adopt
a new airworthiness directive (AD) that
would supersede an existing-AD, which
currently requires inspections, rework
and replacement of main landing gear
attach fittings. This amendment would
expand the airplane applicability,
modify and/or expand the
accomplishment instructions, initial and
repetitive inspections, preventative
rework and mandatory replacement,
This amendment is necessary to prevent
failure of the main landing gear attach
fittings.

DATES: Comments must be received on

* or before November 26, 1979.

w

ADDRESSES: Send comments on the
proposal to:

Department of Transportatron,
Federal Aviation Administration, -
Western Region, Attention: Regional
Counsel, Airworthiness Rule Docket,
P.O. Box 92007, Worldway Postal |
Center, Los Angeles, California 90009.

The applicable. service information
may be obtained from:

The McDonnell Douglas Corporation, '

3855 Lakewood Boulevard, Long Beach, -
California 90846, Attn: Director, -

Publications & Training C1-750 (54-60). -

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Kyle L. Olsen, Executive Secretary.

Airworthiness, Directive Review Board, -

Federal Aviation Administration,
Western Region, P.O. Box 92007, World
Way Postal Center, Los Angeles,
California 90009.

SUPPLEMENT‘ARY INFORMATION.
Interested persons are invited to

participate in the making of the
proposed rule by submitting such
written data, views, orarguments as
they may desire. Interested persons are_
also invited to comment on the
economic, environmental and energy-
impact that might result because of
adoption of the proposed rule,
Communications should-identify the
regulatory docket number and be
submitted in duplicate to the address
specified above, All communications
received on or before the closing date
for comments will be considered by the
Administrator before taking actionon
the proposed rule. The propgsal
contained in this notice may be changed
in light of comments received. All
comments:submitted will be available,
both before and after the closing date
for comments, in the Rules Docket for
examination by interested pérsons. A
report summarizing each FAA-public-
contact, concerned with the substance
-of the proposed AD, will be filed in the

. Rules Docket.

This notice proposes to adopt a new
airworthiness directive (AD) by
superseding existing AD 72-02-03,
Amendment 39-1378, as amended by
Amendments 391399, 39-1768, and 39~
3128, which currently require mspechon,
rework, and replacement of the main
landing gear attach fittings on certain
McDonnell Douglas Model DC-9 and C-
9 series airplanes. After issuing
Amendment 39-3126, the FAA has
determined, based on service experience
and engineering evaluation, that there
exisls a need to revise the effect:vrty
and corrective action instructions in the
AD to preclude possible detrimental
crackmg and subsequent failure of the
main landing gear attach fitting(s).

FAA evaluation was prompted by
reports of cracks occurring in serial
number airplanes beyond the effectivity,
and in locations other than those

indicated by reference in the AD. Also, . °

in two instances, fitting failures were
attributed to existing cracks that were
not detected during the prior
inspections. The current visual (dye
penetrant) inspection techniques are not
considered adequate to detect small -
cracks in critical areas. The amendment
provides for an alterniate flourescent
penetrant inspection, and boroscope,
eddy current and ultrasonic inspection
for critical areas. Instruct\ons are also -
provided for cutting an access hole in, -

~ the auxiliary spar web to facrhtate

7

inspection of the adjacent area of the
fitting. The existing AD provides critoria
for terminating action based upon crack
size, lodafion and rework (treatment),
and mandatory replacement of fitting
based upon crack location or size. Tho

.. FAA has determined, after evaluation of

the results of service experience, that
these criteria should be revised. This '
amendment requires repetitive
inspections for all 7079-T6 heat
treatment material fittings, regardless of
crack size, location or rework; .
terminating action permitted only on
replacement of 7079-T6 fitting with
7075-T73 heat freat material fitting.
Further, this ameridment permits rework
(blend-out) with repetitive inspections of
small crack(s) at certain other locations
which require mandatory replacement
under the existing AD,

* Subsequent to the issuing of
Amendment 39-3128, the FAA has
approved-McDonnell Douglas Servich
Bulletin 57-125, Revision 2, dated
August 24, 1979, which provides a
revised airplane serial number
effectivity list, criteria for initial and
modified additional instructions, criterla
for initial and repetitive inspections,
rework, and mandatory replacement
and terminating action.

Service Bulletin 57-125 is considered
to meet the intent and requirements of
Service Bulletins 57-86 and 57-88
incorporated by reference.in AD 72~02-
03, and Service Bulletins 57~76 and 57—
101 which were not subject of the AD,
but recommended corrective actions
relative to the AD subject. Service
Bulletin 57-125 also reflects thoge
modified and additional requirements
promu]gated by the results of service
experience subsequent to the issuance
of and beyond the effectivity of Service
Bulletins 57-86 and 57-88. Therefore, the
FAA proposes to supersede Ad 72-02-03
with a new AD that will incorporate the
substance of Ad 72-02-03, and provido
additional and modified criteria for .
inspections, rework, replacement and’
terminating action. -

Proposed Amendment

Accordingly, the Federal Aviation
Administration proposes to amend )
§ 39.13 of Part 39 of the Federal Aviation
Regulations (14 CFR 39,13) by adding the.
following new Airworthiness Directive:
McDonnell Douglns, Applies to Model DC—J

and C-9 series afrplanes, fugelugo

* numbers (F/Ns) 1 through 742, inclusive,
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which correspond to the factory serial

numbers listed in Douglas Service

Bulletin No. 57-125, Revision 2, dated

August 24, 1979. Hereinafter referred to
. as SB 57-125, Revision 2.

Compliance required as indicated.

To detect cracks and prevent failure
on the main landing gear attach fittings,
part numbers (P/Ns) 5911258, 5919289,
and 5924841, accomplish the following:

(a) Within the next 1,000 hours time in
service or 125 calendar days, whichever
comes first, after the effective date of this
AD, for fittings on airplanes F/N 1 through
414 which have not been shotpeened and the
spot fates have not been sealed, and unless
already accomplished, inspect the fittings per
Option 2, Phase I, Figure 1 of SB 57-125,
Revision 2. :

(b) Within the next 3,200 hours time in
service or 375 calendar days, whichever
comes first, after the effective date of this
AD, for airplanes F/N 415 through 655, and
for airplanes F/N 1 through 414 which have
been shotpeened per AD 72-02-03, but the
spot faces have not been sealed, and for
those which have existing approved treated
crack or approved crack rework, inspect the
fittings per Option 2, Phase I, Figure 1 of SB
57-125, Revision 2.

(c) Within the next 6,400 hours time in
service or 750 calendar days, whichever
comes first\lafter the effective date of this
AD, for airplanes F/N 656 through 742, and
for airplanes F/N 1 through 655 with
uncracked fittings which have been
shotpeened per AD 72-02-03, and the spot
face is sealed per McDonnell Dauglas DC-8
Service Bulletin 57-101, inspect the fittings
per Option 2, Phase I, Figure 1 of SB 57-125,
Revision 2.

Note.—The Table and General Note 2 of
the accomplishment instructions of SB 57-

" 125, Revision 2, cover the schedules of
paragraphs (a), (b), and {c).

(d) If cracks are found during the ,
inspections of paragraphs (a), (b), or (c) in
areas identified as Crack Locations 1, 3, 4, 6,
and 19 which do not extend beyond the limits
given in General Note 11 of the
accomplishment instructions of SB 57-125,
Revision 2, before further flight:

(1) Replace the fittings per Option 1 of SB
. 57-125, Revision 2, or .

{2) Treat the cracks per Phases IV through
VI of the accomplishment instructions in SB
57-125, Revision 2, and reinspect the fittings
per Option 2, Phase I, Figure 1 of SB 57-125,
Revision 2, at intervals not to exceed 3,200
hours time in service or 375 calendar days,
whichever occurs first.

(e) If cracks are found during the
inspections of paragraphs {a), (b) or (¢} which
meet any of the conditions of General Note 12
of the accomplishment instructions of SB 57—
125, Revision 2, before further flight, replace
the fittings per Option 1 of the Service
Bulletin.

{f) If cracks are found during the
inspections of paragraphs (a), (b) or (¢} in
areas identified as Crack Locations 8, 11, 13,
14, and 15 which are less than 1% inches long
and can be removed per the instructions on
General Note 12.B of SB 57-125, Revision 2, or

cracks in areas identified as Crack Locations
5 and 12 which are less than 1% inches, or
cracks in Location 17 which are less than %
inch long, which can be removed per the
instructions of General Note 12.D of SB 57—
125, Revision 2, before further flight:

(1) Replace the fitling per Option 1 of SB
57-125, Revision 2, or

(2) Rework cracks per General Notes 12.B
or 12.D, as applicable, of accomplishment
instructions of SB 57-125, Revision 2, and
reinspect the filling per Option 2, Phase L,
Figure 1 of SB 57-125, Revision 2, at intervals
not to exceed 3,200 hours time in service or
375 calendar days, whichever comes first.

(g) For fittings which have been inspected
per paragraphs {a). (b) or (c), which have not
been modified per SB 57-125, Revision 2,
Phase I or Phase III, or by an equivalent
modification:

(1) Replace the fitting per Option 1 of SB
57-125, Revision 2, or

(2) If no cracks are found, reinspect the
fitting per Option 2, Phase I, Figure 1 of SB
57-125, Revision 2, at intervals not to exceed
3,200 hours time in service or 375 calendar
days, whichever comes first, or

(3) If no reworked cracks exist and/or no
new cracks are found, and the preventative
shotpeen and anti-corrosion rework of AD
72-02-03 has been accomplished, and the
spot faces have been sealed in production or
per SB 57-101, reinspect the fitting pef Option
2, Phase I, Figure 1 of SB 57-125, Revision 2,
at intervals not to exceed 6,400 hours time in
service or 750 calendar days, whichever
comes first, or

(4) If no reworked cracks exist and/or no
new cracks are found, accomplish the
preventative modification per Option 2,
Phase II of SB 57-125, Revision 2, and
reinspect the fitting per Option 2, Phase [,
Figure 1 of SB 57-125, Revision 2, at intervals
not to exceed 6,400 hours time in service or
750 calendar days, whichever occurs first, or

(5) If no reworked- cracks exist and/or no
new cracks are found, accomplish the
preventative modification per Option 2,
Phase IH of SB 57-125, Revision 2, and
reinspect the fitting per Option 2, Phase I,
Figure 1 of SB 57-125, Revision 2, at intervals
not to exceed 9,600 hours time in service or
1,125 calendar days, whichever occurs first.

{h) If cracks are found in locations in the
fitting other than those identified in SB 57—
125, Revision 2, before further flight, replace
the fitting per Option 1 of SB 57-125, Revision
2, or rework in a manner approved by the
Chief, Aircraft Engineering Division, FAA
Western Region.

(i) The requirements of this AD may be
discontinued upon replacement of the
existing 7079-T6 fitting with a new 7075-T73
fitting per Option 1 of SB 57-125, Revision 2,

(j} Accomplishment of any porlion of the
rework outlined in McDonnell Douglass DC-8.
Service Bulletins 57-78, 57-86, 57-88 and 57~
101 required by AD 72-02-03, and which is
also outlined in SB 57-125, may be
considered as equivalent to that requirement
of this AD.

(k) Special flight permits may be issued in
accordance with FAR 21.197 and 21.199 to
operate airplanes to a base for the
accomplishment of inspections required by
this AD.

-

(1) Alternalive inspections, modifications or
other actions which provide an equivalent
level of safety may be used when approved
by the Chief, Aircraft Engineering Division,
FAA Western Region.

(m) Upon request of operator, an FAA
maintenance inspector, subject to prior
approval of the Chief, Aircraft Engineering
Division, FAA Western Region, may adjust
the initial and repetitive inspection intervals
specified in this AD to permit compliance at
an established inspection period of the
operator if the request contains
substantiating data to justify the increase for
that operator.

(Secs. 313(a), 601. and 603, Federal Aviation
Act of 1958, as amended (49 U.S.C. 1354(a), -
1421, and 1423), Sec. 6{c) Department of
Transportation Act (49 U.S.C. 1655(c}), and 14
CFR 11.83)

Note.—The Federal Aviation
Administration has determined that this
document is not significant-in accordance -
with the criteria required by Executive Order
12044 and set forth in interim Department of
Transportation Guidelines.

Issued in Los Angeles, California on
September 6, 1979.

William R. Krieger,

Acting Director, FAA Western Region.
(FR Doc. 79-28604 Filed 9-14-79: &45 am]

BILLING CODE 4910-13-M

[14 CFR Part 39]
[Docket No. 79-WE-26-AD]
Paclfic Scientific Co.—Rotary Buckie

Restraint Systems

AGENCY: Federal Aviation
Administration (FAA) DOT.
ACTION: Notice of proposed rule making.

summARY: This notice proposes to adopt
a new Airworthiness Directive (AD) that
would require removal from service of
certain Pacific Scientific Company
rotary buckles used in crew and
attendant aircraft seat restraint systems.
This AD is required because of failure of
the rotary buckle to open under
emergency conditions with possible
entrapment of occupant.

DATES: Comments must be received on
or before November 26, 1979.
ADDRESSES: Send comments on the
proposal to:

Department of Transportation,
Federal Aviation Administration,
Western Region, Attention: Regional
Counsel, Airworthiness Rule Docket,
P.O. Box 92007, Worldway Postal
Center, Los Angeles, California 90009,

The applicable service information
may be obtained from:

Pacific Scientific Company, Kin-Tech
Division, 1346 South State College
Boulevard, Anaheim, California 92803.
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FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: -
Jerry Presba, Executive Secretary
Airworthiness Directive Review Board,
Federal Aviation Administration,
Western Region, P.O. Box 92007, World

- Way Postal Center; Los Angeles, -

California 90009, (213) 536-6351.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
Interested persong are invited to
participate in the making of the
proposed rule by submitting such
written data, views, or arguments as
they may desire. Interested persons are
also invited to comment on the
economic environmental and energy
impact that might result because of
adoption of the proposed rule. ;
Communications should identify the
regulatory docket number and be
submitted in duplicate to the address
specified above. All communications
received on or before the closing date
for comments will be considered by the

« Administrator beforé taking action on
the proposed rule, The proposal
contained in this notice may be changed
in light of comments received. All
comments submitted will be available;
both before and after the closing date
for comments, in the Rules docket for
examination by interested persons. A
report summarizing each FAA-public
contact, concerned with the substance
of the proposed AD, will be filed in the
Rules docket.

The FAA has learned of a case ofan
agricultural applicator helicopter
operator who was unable to effect
release of the rotary buckle restraint -
system in a post-crash situation.-This
unsatisfactory condition is attributed ta
the fact that the belt and harness-
tongues can jam between the handle
and body plate of the rotary buckle
assembly, preventmg rotatxon of the
handle.

This condmon is hkely to exxst on
other rotary buckles of the same type
design. Rotary buckles manufactured by
Pacific Scientific Company subsequent
to 1970 are of a dﬁferenttype design
which is not subject to jamming.

Proposed Amendment .

Accordingly, the Fedeéral Avxatxon
"Administration proposes to amend-

§ 39.13 of Part 39 of the Federal Aviation

<

{
Regulatmns (14 CFR 39.13} by adding the black body plate assembly as specified in

following new Airworthiness Directive:

Pacific Scientific Company Kin-Tech
Division: Applies to Pacific Scientific
Restraint Systems rotary buckles:

> manufactured through 1970.

Compliance required withtn one hundred
ailghty (180) days from the effective date of

is

To prevent failure 1o open of the flight crew
and attendants”seat belfs, accomplish the -
following: ~

a. Inspect crew and attendants’ restraint
systems to determine if a Pacific Scientific
.rotary buckle is installed.

b. If insfalled, determine if the rotary
buckle assembly contains a black body plate
assembly as identified in Figure I of the AD.
No further action is required per this AD if
the rotary buckle assembly mcludes a black
‘ body plate assembly, -

c. Those restraint systems incorporating
Pacific Scientific rotary buckles without a

BODY PLATE ASS’Y
(BLACK) INDEX NO.8

'NEW DESIGN

Figure I of this AD:

1. Substitution of any approved restraint
system not incorporating the above described
rotary buckle; or,

2. Replacement of the buckle element of the

« restraint system with a Pacific Scientific

buckle element incorporating a black body

. plate assembly as identified in Figure I of this

.

i

Note.~Pacific Scientific Service Bulletin
1101550-25-11 Revision “A” dated August 2,
1979 pertains 1o this subject.

d. Alternative inspections, modifications or
other actions which provide an equivalent
level of safety may be used when approved
by the Chief, Aircraft Engineering Division,
FAA Western Region. .

(Secs. 313(a), 601, and 603, Federal Aviation
Act of 1958, as amended (48 U.S.C. 1354(a),
1421, and 1423); sec. 8(c) Department of
Transportatmn Act (49 U.S.C. 1655(¢)); and 14
CFR'11.89) °

NO BODY PLATE
.+ ASSY

-

ORIGINAL DESIGN

\ (May also have twd vanes rather than four)

FIGURE | . -
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Note.~—The Federal Aviation
Administration has determined that this
document is not significant in accordance
with the criteria required by Executive Order
12024 and set forth in Department of
Transportations Guidelines.

Issued in Los Angeles, California on
September 7, 1979.

-William R. Krieger,

Acting Director, FAA Western Region.
IFR Doc. 79-28685 Filed $-14-79; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4910-13-M

[14 CFR Part 71]
[Airspace Docket No. 7ME-27]

Transition Area—Beloit, Kans.;
Proposed Designation

AGENCY: Federal Aviation
Administration (FAA), DOT.

AcTiON: Notice of Proposed Rule Making
(NPRM).

suMmARY: This Notice proposes to
designate a 700-foot transition area at
Beloit, Kansas, to provide controlled
airspace for aircraft executing a new
VOR/DME instrument approach
procedure to-the Beloit, Kansas
Municipal Airport, utilizing the
Mankato, Kansas VORTAC as a
navigational aid.

DATES: Comments must be received on
or before October 20, 1979.
ADDRESSES: Send comments on the
proposal to: Federal Aviation
Admniinistration, Chief, Operations,
Procedures and Airspace Branch, Air
Traffic Division, ACE-530, 601 East 12th
Street, Kansas City, Missouri 64106, -
Telephone (816) 374-3408.

The official docket may be examined
at the Office of the Regional Counsel,
Central Region, Federal Aviation ‘
Administration, Room 1558, 601 East
12th Street, Kansas City, Missouri.

An informal docket may be examined
at the Office of the Chief, Operations,
Procedures and Airspace Branch, Air

- Traffic Division.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Benny J. Kirk, Airspace Specialist,
Operations, Procedures, and Airspace
Branch, Air Traffic Division, ACE-538,
FAA, Central Region, 601 East 12th

“Street, Kansas City, Missouri 64106,

Telephone (816) 374-3408.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
Comments Invited

Interested persons may participate in
the proposed rule making by submitting

such written data, views or arguments
as they may desire. Communications
should identify the airspace docket
number, and be submitted in duplicate
to the Operations, Procedures and
Airspace Branch, Air Traffic Division,
Federal Aviation Administration, 601
East 12th Street, Kansas City, Missouri
64106. All communications received on
or before October 20, 1979 will be
considered before action is taken on the
proposed amendment. The proposal
contained in this Notice may be changed
in light of the comments received. All
comments received will be available
both before and after the closing date
for comments in the Rules Docket for
examination by interested persons.

Availability of NPRM

Any person may oblain a copy of this
NPRM by submitting a request to the
Federal Aviation Administration,
Operations, Procedures and Airspace
Branch, 601 East 12th Streel, Kansas
City, Missouri 64106 or by calling (816)
374-3408. Communications must identily
the notice number of this NPRM.
Persons interested in being placed on a
mailing list for further NPRMs should
also request a copy of Advisory Circular
No. 11-2 which describes the application

~ procedure,

The Proposal

The FAA is considering an
amendment o Subpart G, § 71.181 of the
Federal Aviation Regulations (14 CFR
§ 71.181) by designating a 700-foot
transition area at Beloit, Kansas. To
enhance airport usage, a new VOR/
DME instrument approach procedure to
the Beloit, Kansas Municipal Airport is
being established utilizing the Mankato,
Kansas VORTAC as a navigalional aid.
The establishment of a new instrument
approach procedure based on this
navigational aid, entails designation of a
transition area at Beloit, Kansas at and
above 700 feet above ground level (AGL)
within which aircraft are provided air
traffic control service. The intended
effect of this action is to ensure .
segregation of aircraft using the
approach procedure under Instrument
Flight Rules (IFR) and other aircraft
operating under Visual Flight Rules
(VER).

Accordingly, Federal Aviation
Administration proposes to amend
Subpart G, Section 71.181 of the Federal
Aviation Regulations (14 CFR 71.181) as
republished on January 2, 1979 (44 FR
442), by adding the following new
transition area:

Beloit, Kans.

That airspace extending upwards from 700
feet above the surface within a 5-mile radius
of the Beloit Municipal Airport (latitude
39°26'13” N.; longitude 98°07°48” W.}, and
within 2.5 miles each side of the Mankato,
Kansas VORTAC 161° R., extending from the
5-mile radius area to 7 miles northwest of the
alrport.

(Sec. 307(a). Federal Aviation Act of 1958 as
amended (49 U.S.C. 1348); Sec. 6(c).
Department of Transportation Act {49 U.S.C.
1655(c)): sec. 11.65 of the Federal Aviation
Regulations (14 CFR 11.65).)

Note.—The FAA has delermined that this
document involves a proposed regulation
which is not significant under Executive
Order 12044, as implemented by DOT
Regulatory Policies and Procedures {33 FR
11034: February 26, 1979). Since this
regulatory aclion involvas an established
body of technical requirements for which
frequent and routine amendments are
necessary to keep them operationally current
and promote safe flight operations, the -
anticipated impact is so minimal that this
action does not warrant preparation of a
regulatory evaluation.

Issued in Kansas City, Missouri,on .
September 5, 1979.

John E. Shaw;,
Acting Director, Central Reglan.

SFR Doz 79-23689 Filed 8-14-75; &45 am

BIHLING COOE 4910-13-M

{14 CFR Part 71]
[Alrspace Docket No. 78-WA-14]

Proposed Establishment of an Area
Navigation Route; Proposed
Designation of VOR Afrway Segments;
and Proposed Extension of Transition
Area

AGENCY: Federal Aviation
Administration (FAA), DOT.

ACTION: Notice of proposed rulemaking.

SuUMMARY: This notice proposes to
designate two airway segments north of
Molokai and Maui, Hawail, and also to
enlarge the Hawaiian Islands 5,500 feet
transition area out to the new Honolulu
FIR/Oceanic CTA boundary. This action
would help to reduce the congestion on
the present routes northeast of Hawaii
and improve the air traffic flow to and
from Hawaii.

DATES: Comments must be recewed on

or before October 15, 1979.

ADDRESSES: Send comments on the

proposal in triplicate to:

Director, FAA Pacific Region, Attention:
Chief, Air Traffic Division, Docket No. 78~

WA-14, Federal Aviation Administration,
P.O. Box 4009, Honolulu, Hawaii 96813.

»
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The official docket may be examined
at the following location:

FAA Office of the Chief Counsel, Rules
Docket (AGC-24), Room 916, 800
Independence Avenue, SW., Washington,
D.C. 20591.

An informal docket may be examined
at the office of the Regxonal Air Traffic
Division.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Mr. Everett L. McKisson, Airspace
Regulations Branch (AAT-230),
Airspace and Air Traffic Rules Division,
. Air Traffic Service, Federal Aviation

" Administration, 800 Independence
Avenue, SW., Washington, D.C. 20591;
telephone: (202) 426-3715.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: -
Comments Invited
. Interested persons mdy participate in

the proposed rulemaking by submitting .

such written data, views or arguments
as they may desire. Communications
should identify the airspace docket

number and be submitted in triplicate fo

the Director, Pacific Region, Attention:

. Chief, Air Traffic Division, Federal -
Aviation Administration, P 0. Box 4009,
Honolulu, Hawaii 96813. All
communications received on or before
October 15, 1979 will be considered
before action is taken on the proposed
amendment. The proposal containéd in

this notice may be changed in the light _

of comments received. All comments
submitted will be available, both before
and after the closing date for comments,
in the Rules Docket for examination by
interested persons.

Availability of NPRM

Any person may abtain a copy of this
notice of proposed rulémaking (NPRM)
by submitting a request to the Federal
Aviation Administration, Office of
Public Affairs, Attention: Public
Information Center, APA—430, 800
Independence Avenue, SW.,
Washington, D.C. 20591, or by calling
(202) 426-8058. Communications must
identify the docket number of this
NPRM. Persons interested in being
placed on a mailing list for future
NPRMs should also request a copy of
Advisory Circular No. 11-2 which
describes the application procedures,

The Proposal L -

The FAA is considering an
amendment to Part 71 of the Federal
Aviation Regulations (14 CFR Part 71)
that would make the following changes:

1. Add a separate route segment to V-7
from the INT of Koko Head, Hawaii,
050°T{039°M) and Molokai, Hawaii,
358°T(347°M) radials to the INT of Molokai

358°T(347°M) and the Honolulu FIR/Oceanic'
CTA boundary.

2. Add a separate route segment to vz
from the INT of Koko Head, Hawaii,
071°T(060°M) and Maui, Hawaii,
348°T(337°M) radials to the INT Maui,
348°T(337°M) and Lihue, Hawaii,
065°T{054°M) radials.

3. Enlarge the Hawaiian Islands 5,500 feet
transition-area from the former boundary of
the Honolulu FIR/Oceanic CTA to its present
location.

These actions would help to improve
the traffic flow and reduce the
congestion by providing additional
northeast arrival and departure routes.
The additional 5,500 feet of controlled-
airspace will provide for domestic type
of control to the OceamcControI
boundary. ;

ICAO Considerations

. Aspartof this/proposa} relates to the
navigable airspace outside the United
States, this notice is submitted in
consonance, with the International Civil.
Aviation Organization (ICAO).
International Standards and
Recommended Practices..

Applicability of International
Standards and Recommended Practices
by the Air Traffic Service, FAA, in areas
outside domestic airspace of the United
States is governed by Article 12 of and -
Annex 11 to the Convention on
International Civil Aviation, which
pertains to the establishment of air

. navigation facilities and services )
necessary to promoting the safe, orderly,

and expeditious flow of civil air traffic. -
Their purpose is fo insure that civil

. flying on infernational air routes is

*carried out under uniform conditions
designed to i improve the safety and
efficiency of air operations.

"The International Standards and,
Recommended Practices in Annex 11
apply in those parts of the airspace
under the jurisdiction of a contracting
state, derived from ICAO, wherein air
traffic services are provided and also
whenever a’contracting state accepts
the respons1bxlity of provxdxng air traffic
services over high seas or in airspace of
undetermined sovereignty. A contracting
state accepting such responsibility may
apply the International Standards and
Recommended Practices to civil aircraft
in a manner consistent with that
adopted for airspace under its domestic
jurisdiction.

In accordance with Article 3 of the
Convention on-International Civil
Aviation, Chicago, 1944, state aircraft
are exempt from the provisions of
Annex 11 and its Standards and

- Recommended Practices. As a
contracting state, the United States
, agreed by Article 3(d) that its state
-aircraft will be operated in international

airspace with due regard for the safety
of civil aircraft.

Since this action invalves, in part, the
designation of navigable airspace
outside the United States, the
Administrator has consulted with the
Secretary of State and the Secretary of
Defense in accordance with the
provisions of Executive Order 10854,

The Propb'séd Amendment

Accordingly, pursuant to the authority
delegated to me, the Federal Aviation
Administration proposes to amend
§ 71.127 and § 71.181% of the Federal
Aviation Regulations (14 CFR Part 71) as

* republished (44 FR 343, 442) as follows:

In § 71.127, under V~7 “From INT Koko
Head 050° end Molokai 358° radials to INT
Molokai 358° and the Honolulu FIR/Oceanic
CTA boundary.” is added.

Under V-17 “From INT Koko Head 071°

_and Maui 348° radials to INT Maui 346° and
Lihue 085° radials.” is added.

In § 71.181, under Hawaiian Islands, all
before “and the airspace upward from 1,200
feet” is deleted and “The airspace extending
upward from 5,500 feet above the surface
within an area bounded by a line beginning:

at Lat. 23°57'N., Long. 160°46'W.;

to Lat. 24°19'N., Long. 157°17'W.;
to Lat. 24°03'N., Long,. 156°19'W.;
to Lat. 23°32'N., Long. 155°29'W.;
to Lat. 23°00°N., Long. 154°39'W.;
to Lat. 22°22'N., Long. 153°53'W.;
to Lat. 21°43'N., Long. 153°09'W.;
to Lat. 20°49’'N., Long, 153°C0'W.;
to Lat. 20°16'N., Long. 152°14'W.;
to Lat. 19°14'N., Long. 151°54'W.;
to Lat. 18°19'N., Long. 157°49'W.;
to Lat. 18°26'N., Long. 158°54'W
to Lat, 18°53'N,, Lorig. 159°53"W.;
to Lat. 19°32'N., Long, 160°36'W.;
to Lat, 20°06'N., Long, 161°52'W.;
to Lat. 21°01'N., Long, 162°14'W;
to Lat. 21°56'N,, Long, 162°29'W.;
to Lat. 22°50'N,, Long. 162°14'W.;
to Lat. 23*32'N., Long. 161°35'W.;
to the point of beginning;” is substituted
therefor..

(Secs. 307(a), 313(a) and 1110, Federal .
Aviation-Act of 1958 (49 U.S.C. 1348(a), -

1354(a) and*1510); Executive Order 10854 (24

FR 9565); Sec. 8(c), Department of
Transportation Act (49 U.S.C. 1655(c); and 14
CFR 11.65.))

Note.—The FAA has determined that this
document involves a proposed regulation
which is not significant under Executive
Order 12044, a3 implemented by DOT
Regulatory Policies and Procedures (44 FR
11034; February 26, 1979). Since this
regulatory action involves an established
body of technical requirements for which
frequent and routine amendments are
necessary to keep them operationally current
and promote safe ﬂnght operations, the
anticipated impact is so minimal that this
action does not warrant preparation of a
regulatory evaluation and a comment period
of less than 45 days is appropriate. -
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Issued in Washington, D.C.. on September
7,1979.
William E. Broadwater,
Chief, Afrspace and Air Traffic Rules
Division.
{FR Doc. 79-28617 Filed 5-14-78: £:55 am}
BILUSNG CODE 4910~13-M

DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY

Federal Energy Regulatory
Commission

{18 CFR Parts 2, 271]
{Docket No. RM79-67]

Procedures Governing Applications
for Special Relief Under Sections 104,
106, and 109 of the Natural Gas Policy
Act of 1978; Public Hearing

Issued: September 13, 1979.

AGENCY: Federal Energy Regulatory
Commission.

acmon: Notice of Public Hearing.

SUMMARY: On August 4, 1979 the Federal
Energy regulatory Commission
(Commission) issued a Notice of
Proposed Rulemaking to amend Paris 2
and 271 of its Regulations, 44 FR 49468
{Aug. 23, 1979). The proposed
amendments would provide for special
relief procedures under Natural Gas
Policy Act (NGPA) pricing provisicns.
Notice is hereby given that a public
hearing will be held with respect to this
proposal on September 26, 1979, in
Washington, D.C.

DATES: Request to participate by
September 24, 1979; hearing date,
September 26, 1979.

ADDRESSES: Requests to participate
should be filed with the Office of the
Secretary, Federal Energy Regulatory
Commission, 825 North Capitol Street,
N.E., Washington, D.C. 20426 and should
reference Docket No. RM79-67.
HEARING LOCATION: Offices of the Civil
Aeronautics Board, 1875 Connecticut
Avenue, N.W., Washington, D.C,,
Hearing Room D (North Building).

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Jane Phillips, Office of the General
Counsel, Federal Energy Regulatory
Commission, Room 8104-B, 825 North
Capitol Street, N.E., Washington, D.C.
20426, {202) 357-8162

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The
hearing is being held pursuant to the
requirements of Section 502{b) of the
NGPA that “to'the maximum extent
practicable, an opportunity for oral
presentation of data, views and
arguments” be afforded with respect to
proposed rules {with certain exceptions})
under the NGPA. The hearing will not be

a judicial or evidentiary-type hearing
and there will be no cross-examination
of persons presenting statements."
However, staff may question persons
making presentations, and persons may
submit to the presiding officer questions
to be asked of those making
presentations. The presiding officer will
determine whether the questions so
submitted are relevant and whether time
permits their presentation. Any further
procedural rules will be announced by
the presiding officer at the hearing. The
hearing will be continued on the
following day, if necessary, at the same
location.

Requests to participate in the hearing
should be directed to the Secretary,
Federal Energy Regulatory Commission,
825 North Capitol Street, N.E.,
Washington, D.C. 20426 and should be
made no later than September 24, 1979.
Requests should reference Docket No.
RM79-67 and should indicate the
amount of time required for the oral
presentation and the name,
representation, and telephone number of
the person who will participate.

Participants should, if possible, bring
50 copies of their presentation to the
hearing. A list of the participants will be
available in the Commission's Office of
Public Information three days before the
hearing and at the place of hearing on
the morning of the hearing.

A transcript will be made of the
hearing and it will be made part of the
public file of Docket No. RM79-67.
Kenneth F. Plumb, ~
Secretary.

{FR Doc. 79-28806 Fuled 0-34-7%; B:45 am)
BILUNG CODE 8450-01-M

DEPARTMENT OF THE TREASURY
Customs Service

[19 CFR Part 177]
[061120]

Watches and Watch Movements; Tarift
Classification Under General Headnote
3(a), Tariff Schedules of the United

States: Change of Practice Considered

AGENCY: U.S. Customs Service,
Department of the Treasury.

ACTION: Proposed change of practice.

SUMMARY: This document gives notice
that the Customs Service has been
reviewing the current practice of
according duty-free treatment to
watches and watch movements
pursuant to General Headnote 3{a),
Tariff Schedules of the United States
(TSUS). The Customs Service has ruled
that certain watches and watch

movements assembled in the insular
possessions from foreign watch
subassemblies and parts satisfy the
“manufactured or produced”
requirements of General Headnote 3{a).
TSUS. The Customs Service is

‘contemplating a change of this practice.

If the practice is changed, watches and
watch movements which are not
subjected to sufficient processing in the
insular possessions would be dufiable
pursuant to subpart E, part 2, schednle 7,
TSUS.

DATES: Comments must be received on
or before November 16, 1979.

ADDRESS: Comments should be
addressed to the Commissioner of
Customs, attention: Regulations and
Legal Publications Division, 1301
Conslitution Avenue NW.,, Washington,
D.C. 20229.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Larry L. Burton, Classification and
Value Division, U.S. Customs Service,
1301 Constitution Avenue NV,
Washington, D.C. 20229; 202-566-5727.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

Background

Under a uniform and established
practice, the Customs Service accords
duty-free treatment to importatiors of
certain waiches and watch movements
from the insular possessions, pursuant
1o General Headnote 3{a), (TSUS]}.

General Headnote 3(a), TSUS

Under General Headnote 3{a}, TSUS.
watches and watch movements
imported from an insular possession
may enter the Customs territory of the
United States free of duty if they:

(1) Are manufactured or produced in
the possession;

{2) Do not contain foreign materials
which represent more than 70 percent of
their total value; and

(3) Come directly to the Customs
territory of the United States from the
possession.

In order to satlisfy the “manufactared
or produced” requirements of General
Headnote 3{a), TSUS, Customs has ruled
that a new and different article of
commerce must result from the
operations performed in the insular
possession.

The insular possessions include the
Virgin Islands, American Samoa, and
Guam. The Customs territory of the
United Stales includes the 50 States, the
District of Columbia, and Puerto Rico.

General Headnote 3{a}, TSUS,
embodies a legislative intent to promote
the growth of the economies of the
insular possessions by stimulating the
development of light industry, such as
walch assembly. (S. Rept. No. 94-273,
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94th Cong., 1st sess. (1975), reprinted in
1975 United States Code Cong. & Ad.
News at 884, et seq.).

On December 11, 1978, a notice was
published in the Federal Register (43 FR
57921) stating that the Customs Service
was considering a change in the practice
of affording duty-free treatment to .
certain watches and watch movements
imported from the insular possessions. -
In partlcular, concern was expressed
regarding "low labor” watches and
watch movements which are subject-to -
limited processing in the insular
possessions. When the value added in
direct labor costs in the possessions is
as little as 10 percent of the cost of the
foreign components, a question is raised
as to whether the watch'or watch.
movement is being “manufactured or
produced” in the possessions, as
required by law.

Of the comments received in response
to the December 11 proposal, several
expressed the opinion that assemblers
of watch movements in the insular
possessions should be required to
assemble their products using from
between twenty-five and thirty-four
discrete components, or, be required to
pay between'seventy-five cents and one
dollar in the insular possessions for
labor costs per completed unit.

We do not favor adoption of either the
assembly from a number of discrete -
components formulation, or the value
added approach. We believe the
separate components method is
inappropriate because it sets an

-inflexible standard which may not have

application to quartz analog technology.
Moreover, if applied to each unit of ~
production, the separate components
standard may be too stringent a
standard and could result in‘adverse
consequences for the insular economy.
The value added formula would also
present some problems. A specific value
added amount would be affected by
inflation whereas a percentage amount
would favor the low labor watch -
industry.

One comment suggests that Congress
was aware of so-called low labor watch
movement assembly operations at the
time the General Headnote 3(a)
provisions were promulgated, and that
Congress intended to accord them duty--
free treatment. It is stated that the
change of practice contemplated by the
Customs Service would be,contrary to
that legislative intent.

We do not concur with the view that
the intent of the legislature was to
create ‘a vehicle for duty-free entry of
watch movements. Rather, it is our
interpretation that the Congressional
intent behind enactment of the 3(a)__
provision was that the industry and

economy of the insular possessidns be
stimulated.

Proposed Change of Practice

The Customs Service proposes the
following objective measures for
determining whether a movement
assembled in the insular possessions
has been the subject of a sufficient
manufacturing process;

A. for conventional balance wheel
and halrsprmg watch movements, of the
following major assembly operations, no
fewer than two must be performed in
full in the insular possessions:

1. Assembly of escapement.

2. Assembly of gear train. .

3. Assembly of winding and settmg
mechanism.

4. Assemb]y of barrel mechamsm

B.For electronic quartz watch -
movements, of the following major
assembly operations, no fewer than two
must be performed in full in the insular
possessions: .

1. Assembly of coil-support and circuit.

2. Assembly of train.

3. Assembly of function control, dial-side
train assembly, and setting mechanism.

4. Assembly of power source. .

The Customs Service is also
reconsidering the present practice of
applying the Headnote 3(a) tests
separately to watch movements and
cases. Under the Tariff Act of 1930,
movements.and cases were classifiable
separately and there was no provision
for watches. The Department of
Commerce has suggested that, under the
present tariff schedules, the watch
movement and case possibly could be
treated as a single-entity for the purpose
fo General Headnote 3(a).

Comments

The Customs Service will review
written comments submiltted, and will
publish details of a new practice is
warranted. «

Consideration will be given to any

. written comments submitted to the

Commissioner of Customs, preferably in
triplicate. Comments submitted will be
available for public inspection in
accordance with § 103.8{(b), Customs
Regulations (19 CFR 103.8(b)), during
regular business hours at the
Regulations and Legal Publications
Division, Headquarters, U.S. Customs
Service, room 2335, 1301 Constitution’
Avenue N.W., Washington, D.C.

Authority: This notice is published
pursuant to section 315(d), Tariff Act of 1930,
as amended (19 U.S.C. 1315(d}), and section
177.10(c), of the Customs Regulahons (19 CFR
177.10(c)).

i

Drafting Information

The principal author of this notice
was Larry L. Burton, Office of
Regulations and Rulings, U.S. Customs
Service. However, personnel from other
offices of the U.S, Customs Service
participated in developing this notica,
both on matters of substance and style.
R.E. Chasen,

Commissioner of Customs.

Approved: August 13, 1979,
Richard J. Davis,

Assistant Secretary of the Treasury.

{FR Doc. 7826748 Filed 0-14-79; 8:45 am)
BILLING CODE 4810-22-M

. NAVAJO AND HOPI INDIAN

RELOCATION COMMISSION
[25 CFR Part 700]

Commission Operations and-
Relocation Procedures; Revislon of
Regulations Regarding Commission
Hearings

AGENCY: Navajo and Hopi Indian
Relocation Commission.

ACTION: Proposed rule.

* SUMMARY: This notice proposes

revisiong in the Commission Hearings
regulations which will establish formal
grievance procedures for Commisgion
determinations.

DATE: Comments must be received on or
before October 17, 1979,

ADDRESS: Navajo and Hopi Indian
Relocation Commission 2717 N, Steves
Boulevard, Bldg. A Flagstaff, Arizona
86001

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT!
Paul M. Tessler, (602) 779-3311,
Extension 1376; FTS: 261-1376
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The
principal author is William G. Gavell,
Field Solicitor, Valley Bank Center,
Suite 2080, 201 N. Central Avenue,
Phoenix, Arizona 85073. The °
Commission proposes to revise its
regulations concerning Commission
Hearings for reasons that the regulation
is both constitutionally inadequate and
does not conform to the requirements of
the Administrative Procedures Act, 5
U.S.C. 700, et. seq. Accordingly, the
fol]owmg section of 25 CFR Part 700

§ 700.8 is proposed to be revised ag

- follows:

. §700.8 Grievance procedures.

(a) Initial Commission
determinations. Initial Commission
determinations concerning individual
eligibility or benefits'shall be made by
the Certifying Officer pursuant to
Commission policy and with the
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assistance of staff. Such determinations
shall be communicated to the applicant
by certified letter, An oral conference
will be scheduled at the request of the
applicant. Communications of
_determinations to the.applicant shall
include an explanation of the
availability of grievance procedures.

{b) Availability of hearings. All
persons aggrieved by Initial Commission
determinations concerning eligibility or
benefits may request a Hearing o
present evidence and argument
concerning the determination. Parties
seeking such relief from the
Commission's initial determination shall
be known as “applicants.”

{6) Requests for hearings. Hearing
requests may be made in person or by
letter and must be received by the
Commission within thirty days aiter the
notice letter was mailed or the oral
conference was held, unless good cause
is shown for an extension of that time
limit.

{d) Hearings Officers. Hearings will
be conducted by the Hearing Oificer
appointed for this purpose by the
Commissioners: Provided,

That the individual(s) directly responsible for
the initial determination being appealed shall
* not be eligible to serve as Hearing Officers.

{¢) Hearing scheduling. Hearings will
be held as scheduled by the Hearing -
Officer. [1) Notice to the applicant will
be provided at least five days prior to
the hearing stating the date, time, place..
and scope of the hearing. (2) All
hearings shall be held within thirty days
after Commission receipt of the
applicant's request therefor unless this
time limit is extended upon showing of
good cause. {3) All hearings shall be
conducted at the Commission offices in
Flagstaff, Arizona, unless otherwise
designated. .

(f) Evidence and Procedure. (1) The
applicant has a right to:

{i) Be represented by a lawyer or other
representative, who once identified,
shall receive copies of all
correspondence and written
communication to the applicant and
shall be deemed as acting for the
applicant when submitting any request,
brief, or communication to the
Commission therefor;

(ii) Present evidence, witnesses, and
argument; .

(tii) Have produced Commission
evidence relative to the determination at
issue, and employees possessing
knowledge material thereto; .

(iv) Examine and/or cross-examine all
witnesses;

(v) A transcript of the hearing on
request and upon payment.of
appropriate Commission fees.

{2) The Hearing Officer is empowered
to:

{i) Adminster oaths and affirmations
to witnesses;

{ii) Receive relevant evidence:

(iii) Regulate the course and conduct

_of the Hearing:

(iv) Have a record made of the
proceedings. .

(g) Post-hearing briefs. The applicant
may submit post-hearing briefs or
written comments to the Hearing Officer
within two weeks after conclusion of the
Hearing.

(h) Hearing Officer decisions. (1) The
Hearing Officer shall submit to the
Commission written findings of fact,
conclusions of law, and decision based
on all the evidence and argument
presented, within thirty days after
conclusion of the Hearing.

(2) Copies of the Hearing Officer’s
findings of fact, conclusions of law, and
decision shall be provided to the
applicant. The applicant may submit
briefs or other written argument to the
Commission within two weeks of the
date of the Hearing Officer’s
determination was mailed to them.

(i) Final Agency action. After receipt
of the Hearing Officer's decision and the
applicant's post-decision briefs or
written argument, if any, the
Commission shall affirm or reverse the
decision and issue its final agency
action upon the application in writing:
copies thereof shall be sent by certified
mail to the applicant.

(§) Direct appeal to Commissioners.
Commission determinations concerning
issues other than individual eligibility or
benefits may be appealed directly to the
Commission in writing. The Commission
decision will constitute final agency
action on such issues.

Sandra Massetlto,

Chairperson, Navajo and Hopi Indian
Relocation Commission.

[FR Doc. 73-26777 Filed 8-14-79; 8:45 am)
BILLING CODE 4310-H8

.

ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION
AGENCY

(40 CFR Part 52]
[FRL 1316-4]

State Implementation Plans; General
Preamble for Proposed Rulemaking on
Approval of Plan Revislons for
Nonattainment Areas—Supplement
(on Control Techniques Guidelines)

AGENCY: Environmental Protection
Agency.

AcTion: General preamble for proposed
rulemaking—Supplement.

SUMMARY: Provisions of the Clean Air
Act enacted in 1977 require states to
revise their State Implementation Plans
for all areas that have not attained
National Ambient Air Quality
Standards. States are to have submitted
the necessary plan revisions to EPA by
January 1, 1979. The Agency is now
publishing proposals inviting public
comment on whether each of the
submittals should be approved. These
are followed by final actions on the
submittals. In the April 4, 1979 issue of
the Federal Register, EPA published a
General Preamble identifying and
summarizing the major considerations
that will guide EPA's evaluation of the
submittals (44 FR 20372). This was
followed by a correction of a
typographical error on April 30 (44 FR
25243) and Supplements on July 2 (44 FR
38583) and August 28 {44 FR 50371).
Today's Supplement provides further
discussion on Control Techniques
Guidelines for stationary sources of
volatile organic compounds.

For Further Information Contact: The
appropriate EPA regional office listed on
the first page of the April 4, 1979
General Preamble (44 FR 20372} or the
following headquarters office: G. T.
Helms, Chief, Control Programs
Operations Branch, Control Programs
Development Division, EPA Office of
Air Qualily Planning and Standards
{MD-15), Research Triangle Park, North
Carolina 27711, (919) 541-5365 or 541~
5226.

Public Comment: As explained in the
April 4 General Preamble, EPA Regional
Administrators are publishing Federal
Register proposals inviting comment on
whether the individual plan submittals
should be approved. The General
Preamble, the July 2 Supplement, the
August 28 Supplement, and this
Supplement are notices of proposed
rulemaking, applicable to each decision
by EPA whether to approve a state plan
submittal. EPA’s final action will be in
the form of a ruling approving or
disapproving the individual plan
submittal. If the discussion in this
Supplement requires alteration of any
comments on a plan for which the
comment period has already ended, the
commenter should contact the
appropriate EPA Regional Office
immediately so that the issue can be
appropriately resolved.

Supplementary Information: General
background information is set out at
length in the April 4 General Preamble.
This Supplement provides further
discussion on the Control Techniques
Guidelines (CTGs) issued by EPA for
soutces of volatile organic compounds
(VOC). (VOC is a chemical precursor of
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ozone, and.is therefore controlled’in
plans for the ozone"ambient standard).
In several proposals involving
particular state plan submittals, EPA
has stated that the submitted regulations
for control of sources of VOC were not
supported by the information in the

CTGs. Where EPA noted a problem, the

Agency proposed that the State would
have to provide an adequate
demonstration that its regulations
represent reasonably available control
technology (RACT), or amend the
regulations to be consistent with the
information in the CTGs. The purpose of
the following discussion is to explain
generally the legal and policy
considerations supporting these
proposals, and to discuss in general the
purpose of the CTGs. -

1. RACT for Ozone Plans. In the 1977
amendments to the Clean Air Act,
Congress specified that, in order for a .
state implementation plan (SIP) to
satisfy the requirements of Part D of |
Title I of the Act (Part D), the SIP must

_provide for application of all reasonably
available control measures, which

" includes RACT for all stationary
sources.! In using the term “reasonably
available control technology,” Congress
apparently adopted EPA’s pre-existing
conception of the term.? ’

EPA has defined RACT as: The lowest
emission limitation that a particular
source is capable of meeting by the
application of control technology that is
reasonably available considering
technological and economic feasibility.3
RACT for a particular source is .
determined on a case-by-case basis,
considering the technological and
economic circumstances of the
individual source. o

EPA regulations provide that less
stringent emission limitations than those
achievable with RACT are acceptable
only if the State plan'shows that the less
stringent limitations are sufficient to
qttaifn and maintain national ambient air

1Sections 172(b)(2){3) of the Act (42 U.S.C.~
7502(b)(2)-{3)). - -

. 2Congress did not adopt its own definition of
“RACT,” and was well aware of how EPA used the
term. See, e.g., Hearings on H.R. 4151, H.R. 4758, and
H.R. 4444 before the Subcommittee on Health and
Environment of the House Committee on Interstate
and Foreign Commerce, 95th Cong., 1st Sess., Part 2
at 1808, 1825 (Serial No. 95-59, March 8-11 and April
18,1977). o

3EPA articulated its definition of RACT in a
memorandum from Roger Strelow, Assistant

Administrator for Air and Waste Management, to
Regional Administrators, Regions I-X, on
“Guidance for Determining Acceptability of SIP
Regulations in Non-attainment Areas,” section 1.a -
{December 9, 1976}, reprinted in (1976) 7 .
Environmental Reporter, Current Developments
(BNA) 1210 col. 2; and in EPA’s publication
Workshop on Requirements for Non-attainment
Area Plans—Compilation of Presentations 154

- (OAQPS No. 1.2-103, revised edition April 1978). .

quality standards, and show reasonable
further progress during the interim
before attainment.* Otherwise, RACT
limitations are required, as discussed in
detail in the April 4 General Preamble.®
2. EPA’s Control Techniques
Guidelines. In the 1977 amendments to
the Act, Congress instructed States to
begin revising their plans to assure
attainment of standards, and also
-instructed EPA to prepare guidance
material to assist states in their efforts
to develop ozone plans. While EPA’s
main effort was to prepare material on
control of transportation sources,
Congress also required the Agency to
publish, and make available to State air
pollution control agencies, information .
on control of emissions from non-
transportation sources including fuel
transfer and storage operations and
operations using solvents. Congress
stated its intent that these documents
were “to be a basic resource available
to State and local governments in
determining the measures to be included
in plans to achieve and maintain the
national ambient air quality
standards.” ?While deliberating on the
1977 amendments to the Act containing
these specific instructions, Congress
was aware that EPA had already begun
preparing a series of CTGs to provide
guidance to States and industry on
controlling stationary sources of VOC.8

Each CTG describes techniques
available for reducing emissions of VOC
from a category of sources, and states
recommended levels of conttol. There
were 11 such CTG's published before
January 1978, and 9 published during
1978. EPA intends the CTG’s to serve the
following functions:

a. Informing the States. The primary
purposes of each CTG is to inform the
State and local air pollution control
agencies of air pollution control .
techniques available for reducing
emissions of VOC from the class of
sources covered by the CTG. This
information, involving the capabilities
and problems general to the industry,
should be useful to both control’

*40 CFR 51.1(0)(1). The regulations refer only to
attainment and maintenance. The analogous
requirement for the SIP to shot reasonable further
progress was established by the 1977 amendments.

.See 44 FR 20375 col. 3 (April 4, 1979), _

544 FR 20375-20377.

¢Section 108(f)(1)(A)(ii) of the Act (40 USC
7408(f){1)(A)(ii)-

?Report to accompany S. 252, S, Rep. No. 95-127,

» 95th Cong., 1st Sess. 24, (May 10, 1977).

8 See Hearings, note 2 above, Part 2 at 11127-32..
EPA's authority to publish information and .
recommended levels of control is provided by .

" section 103(b)(1) (40 USC 7403(b){1)), which

generally authorizes EPA to publish “information,-
including appropriate recommendations” to assist
air pollution contro! agencies, in addition to section

. 108(H{)(A)(iH).

agencies and industry in developing
needed emission limitations for
stationary sources within the State.

. b. Establishing the Deadline for
Submitting SIP Requirements. EPA
believes that States will be able to make
more technologically sound decis{ons in
adopting emissiort limitations if they are
permitted to defer adoption until aftor
the information in the CTGs is available,
Therefore, EPA has stated that a SIP
revision due January 1, 1979 is
acceptable if it includes necessary
emission limitations for source
categories covered by CTGs published
by January 1978.9 Emission limitations
for source categories covered by C1'Gs
published betwe¢n January 1978 and
January 1979 must be adopted and
submitted to EPA by July 1, 1980,10

¢. Recommendation to States. Along
with information, each CTG tontaing
recommendations to the States of what
EPA calls the "presumptive norm" for
RACT, based on EPA’s current
evaluation of the capabilities and
problems general to the industry, Where
the States finds the presumptive norm
applicable to an individual source or
group of sources, EPA recommends that
the State adopt requirements consistent
with the presumptive norm level in ordor
to include RACT limitations in the SIP,!
' However, recommended controls are
based on capabilities and problems
which are general to the industry; they
do not take into account the unique
circumstances of each facility. I inany
cases appropriate controls would be
more or less stringent, States are urged
to judge the feasibility of imposing the
recommended controls on particular
sources, and adjust the controls
accordingly.

The presumptive norm is only a
recommendation. For any source of
group of sources, regardless of whether
they fall within the industry norm, the

44 FR 20376 col. 3 (April 4, 1979); 43 FR 21670
(May 3, 1978).

1° See memorandum from David G, Hawkins, EPA
Assistant Administrator for Air, Nolse dand
Radiation, to Regional Administrator, Reglons [-X,
on “State Implementation Plans/Revised Schodules
for Submitting Reasonably Available Control
Technology Regulations for Stationary Sources of
Volatile Organic Compounds (VOC)* (August 22,
1979). The July 1, 1880 deadline {s six montha later
than the deadline EPA had announced in the
statements cited in footnote 9. Since the process of
adopting regulations appears more lengthy than first
anticipated, additional time may be necessary o -
accommodate public, administrative, and lugistative
review, « . .

Adoption of emission limitations may not ba
deferréd until after publication of CTGs whote
deferral would result in failure to achlove
reasonable further progress, See 44 FR 20377 n. 25
(April 4, 1979). -

¥ Or requirements that deviate impercoptibly
(8., up to 5 percent less control) from the
recommended presumptive horm, .

L3
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State may develop case-by-case RACT
requirements independently of EPA’s
recommendation. EPA will propose to
approve any submitted RACT
requirement that the State shows will
satisfy the requirements of the Act for
RACT, based on the economic and
technical circumstances of the particulal
sources being regulated.

d. Basis for the EPA Decision on
Approval. EPA sought information from
the relevant industries in preparing the
CTGs, and EPA believes that the
information in the CTGs is highly
relevant to the decision whether to
approve State regulations. For SIPs that'
must include RACT limitations, each
CTG will be part of the rulemaking
record on which EPA’s decision will be
based.’* However, the CTG does not
-establish conclusively how issues must
be resolved. In reviewing an individual
regulation, EPA will consider not only
the information in the CTG, but also any
material included in the State submittal
and in public comments on the
submittal.

For emission limitations that are -
consistent with the information in the .
CTGs, therefore, the State may be able
to rely solely on the information in the
CTG to support its determination that
the adopted requirements represent
RACT. Where this is not the case, EPA
believes that the State must submit

,justification of its own, to support its
determination. EPA will then consider
“the information submitted by the State,

together with the inforfnation in the
CTG and public comment,

Note: Under Executive Order 12044 EPA is
required to judge whether a regulationis -
“significant” and therefore subject to
procedural requirements of the Order or
whether it may follow other specialized
development procedures. EPA labels these
other regulations *“specialized.” I have
reviewed this regulation and determined that
it is a specialized regulafion not subject to the
procedural requirements of Executive Order
12044. .

(Secs. 110(a), 172, Clean Air Act, as amended
(42 U.S.C. 7410(a), 7502)).

Dated: September 5, 1979,
David G. Hawkins, -
Assistant Administrator for Air, Noise and
Radiation.

{FR Doc. 79-25799 Filed 5-14-79; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6560-01-M

.

12This is what was meant by EPA's statement
that “the criteria for SIP approval rely heavily upon
the iaformation contained in the CTG.”" 44 FR 21678
[May 19. 1978).

-
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This section of the FEDERAL REGISTER
contains documents other than rules or
proposed rules that are applicable to the
plblic. Notices of hearings and

investigations, committee meetings, agency -

decisions and rulings, delegations of
authority, filing of petitions and
applications and agency statements of
organization and functions are examples
of dociments appearing in this section.

DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE
Agricultural Marketing Service

Hugh Watson Stockyard Gamesvnlle,
Ga., et al.; Proposed Posting of
Stockyards

The Chief, Registrations, Bonds and
Reports Branch, Packers and
Stockyards, Agricultural Marketing
Service, United States Department of
Agriculture, has information that the
livestock markets named below are
stockyards as defined in section 302 of
the Packers and Stockyards Act, 1921,
as amended (7 U.S.C. 202), and should
be-made subject to the provisions of the
Act,

GA-189: Hugh Watson Stockyard,
Gainesville, Georgia.

1A-255: Mahaska Sale Co., Oskaloosa,
Iowa.

MO-247: Douglas County Livestock

. Auction, Inc., Ava, Missouri.

NC-158: Elizabethtown Livestock Market.

Elizabethtown, North Carolina. °

Notice is hereby given, therefore, that
the said Chief, pursuant to authority
delegated under the Packers and
Stockyards Act, 1921, as amended (7
U.S.C. 181 gt seq.), proposes to issue a
rule designating the stockyards named
above as posted stockyards subject to

the provisions of the act as provided in -

section 302 thereof.

Any person who wishes to submit
written data, views, or arguments
concerming the proposed rule, may do so
by filing them with the Chief, *
Registrations, Bonds and Reports  *
Branch, Packers and Stockyards,
Agricultural Marketing Service, United -
States Department of Agriculture,
Washington, D C 20250, by October 2,
1979,

All written submissions made
pursuant to this notice shall be made
available for public inspection at.such
times and places in a manner

convenient to the public business (7
U.S.C. 1.27(b)).

Done at Washington, D.C., this 10th day of
September 1979.
Edward L. Thompson, )
Chief, Registrations, Bonds and Reports
Branch, Livestock Marketing Division.
{FR Doc. 79-26726 Filed 9-14-79; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 3410-02-M

Federal Crop Insurance Corporation

" Compilation of Data; Invitation for

Public Comment—Various Crops
AGEMNCY: Federal Crop Insurance

.. Corporation.
" ACTION: Prenotice; Solicitation of ;

comments. .

SUMMARY: The Federal Crop Insurance
Corporation is seeking comments from
concerned segments of the general
public to aid in compiling data for study
relative to insurance on various crops.
EFFECTIVE DATE: Written comments,
data, and views must be submitted by
not later than January 15, 1980, to be
sure of consideration.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:

. Peter F. Cole, Secretary, Federal Crop

Insurance Corporation, U.S. Department
of Agriculture, Washington, D. C., 20250,
telephone 202-447-3325.

.- SUPPLEMENTARY.INFORMATION: The

‘Federal Crop Insurance Corporation

+ (FCIC), under the authority contained in

the Federal Crop Insurance Act, as
amended {7 U.S.C. 1501 et seq.),
presently offers crop insurance on 26
commodities. For some time, the
Corporatxon has been receiving requests
from various interested growers and
grower associated groups to have
certain crops considered for insurance
coverage. It has been determined that
information on certain crops from those
who produce and market the commodxty
would be an excellent source of study in
its considerations of insurance

. procedures.

For this reason, the F ederal Crop
Insurance Corporation hereby serves
notice that it is contemplating
formulation of procedures for insuring
various crops not now covered by any of
its insurance programs and is actively

“seeking-input from growers, grower

associations, and any other interested
parties for the purpose of studymg

: p0351b1e insurance procedures that will

be of greatest benefit to future farmer-
policyholders. While no definite
schedule can be predicted for the
implementation of such programs, this
type of advance study is essential and
should be undertaken as soan ag
possible. :

Listed below are several crops not
now being insured by the Corporation
which will be reviewed first since they’
represent those crops in which the
greatest interest has been expressed for
insurance while being a major, yet
unprotected, source of agricultural
production. ‘

All growers, grower associutions, .
marketing interest groups, and other

- interested parties are urged to submit

any information, views, or data they
consider important toward the

- formulation of crop.insurance

procedures.

Written comments, views, tmd data
should be forwarded to James D, Deal,
Manager, Federal Crop Insurance
Corporation, U.S. Department of
Agriculture, Washington, D.C,, 20250, by
not later than January 15, 1980, in order
to be sure of being considered.

All written submissions made
pursuant to this notice will be available
for public inspection in the office of the

- Manager during regular working hours,

-

8:15 a.m. to 4:45 p.m,, Monday through
Friday.

The crops for primary consxderahon
are:

1. Almonds

2. Vegetables

3. Blueberries

4. Popcorn ;

‘When forwarding comments on one or
more of these crops, the crop name
should head the comments for easy
identification.

While the crops listed above are of
primary consideration, any information,
views, or data on other crops for
consideration by the Board of Directors.
will, of course, be welcomed.

This notice of request for information
has no restrictions and is open to all
segments of the general public.

Dated: September 10, 1979,
Peter F. Cole,
Secretary, Federal Crop Insurance
Corporation. -
[FR Doc. 79-28778 Filed 9-14-79; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 3410--08-M

hidon bt A e
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Office of the Secretary

Change in Boundaries of National .
Forests; Jefferson and George
Washington National Forest, Ky., Va,,
and W. Va.; Correction

{In FR Docs. 79-16384 and 79-16385
appearing at pages 30391 and 30395] in
the Federal Register of May 25, 1979, the
following changes should be made:

1. On page 30391, under the section in
heading Unit II, column 3, line 12, the
word “Rathold” should be corrected to
read “Rathole.”

2. On page 30392, column 2, line 18,
the word “Poglesong” should be
corrected to read “Foglesong.”

3. On page 30394, column 2, lines 30
and 31, should be corrected to read as
follows:

County, Kentucky and Buchanan
County, Virginia; thence.

On page 30397, column 1, line 6, the
word *“of" should be corrected to read
“to.”

5. On page 30397, column 1, line 18,
Route “£668" should be corrected to
read Route “*688."”

6. On page 30397, column 1, line 26,
Tract “£448A" should be corrected to
read Tract “#488A."

- On page 30397, column 2, under Unit If
{Blue Ridge Mountain Section) line 38,
the word “Cornivell” should be
corrected to read “Cornwall.”

8. On page 30397, column 3, line 29,
the word “Corner 27" should be
corrected to read “Corner 37."

g. On page 30398, column 1, line 37,
the word “pont” should be corrected to
read “point.”

10. On page 30398, column 2, line 7,
the word “thense” should be corrected
to read “thence.”

Dated: September 10, 1979.

M. Rupert Cutler,

Assistant Secretary for Natural Resources
and Environment.

{FR Doc. 79-28727 Filed 9-14-79; 8:45 am]

BILLING CODE 3410-11-M

Packers and Stockyards
Administration

Bloomington Sale Barn, Bloomington,
Ind., et al.; Depositing of Stockyards

It has been ascertained, and notice is
hereby given, that the livestock markets
named herein, originally posted on the
respective dates specified below as
being subject to the Packers and
Stockyards Act, 1921, as amended (7
U.S.C. 181 et seq.}. no longer come
within the definition of a stockyard
under said Act and are, therefore, no
longer subject to the provisions of the
Act.

Facility No.. Name, Locatien of Steckyard,

and Date of Posting

IN—102, Bloomington Sale Barn,
Bloomington, Ind., Sept. 23,1959,

IN—107, Crawfordsville Live Stock
Commission, Crawfordsville, Ind., Apr. 7,
1964.

IN—153, Evansvilld Livestock Sale Pavilion,
Evansville, Ind,, June 1, 1974.

IN—116, Huntington Livestock Sales
Company, Huntington, Ind.. May 22, 1939.

IN—119, Producers Marketing Assn., Inc.,
Lafayette, Ind., Apr. 27, 1959.

IN—125, Producers Marketing Assn., Inc.,
Montpelier, Ind., Apr. 27, 1959.

IN—139, Southern Indiana Livestock
Exchange, Scotlsburg, Ind., Nov. 18, 1965.

KY—108, Cynthiana Live Stock Sales
Company Yards, Cynthiana, Ky.. Mar. 2,
1931,

KY—138, The Farmers Stockyard Company,
Mt. Sterling, Ky., Oct. 19, 19685,

KY—141, Murray Livestock Co., Murray, Ky..
Dec. 10, 1959.

MO—103, Ava Sales Company, Ava, Mo..
May 27, 1859,

MO—179, Farmers and Traders Commission
Co., Inc., Palmyra, Mo., May 20, 1959.

NB—168, Morris Livestock Auction,
Plattsmouth, Nebr., Apr. 25, 1859,

NB—180, Syracuse Sales Pavilion Co., Inc.,
Syracuse, Nebr., June 5, 1959.

TX—274, Southwest Livestock Exchange,
Inc., Uvalde, Tex., June 12, 1957.

Notice or other public proceedure has
not proceded promulgation of the
foregoing rule. There is no legal
justification for not promptly depositing
a stockyard which is no longer within
the definition of that term contained in
the Act.

The foregoing is in the nature of a rule
relieving a restriction and may be made

. effective in less than 30 days after

publication in the Federal Register. This
notice shall become effective upon
publication in the Federal Register.
(42'Stat. 159, as amended and supplemented;
7 U.S.C. 181 et seq.)

Done at Washington, D.C., this 11 day of
September, 19878.
Edward L. Thompson,
Chief, Registrations, Bonds and Reporls
Branch, Livestock Marketing Division.
[ER Do 73-25786 Filed 9-14-7; 845 am]
BILLING CODE 3410-02-M

»

- CIVIL AERONAUTICS BOARD

{Dockets 33361 and 32531]

Former Large Irregular Alr Service
Investigation; Application of General
Airways; Postponement of Hearlng

On July 27,1979, L issued a Notice of
Hearing (44 FR 45231, August 1, 1979)
concerning the above applicant along
with five others. The General Airways
part of the hearing is hereby postponed
indefinitely.

Dated at Washington. D.C.. September 11,
1979.
Marvin H. Morse,
Administrative Law Judze.
[FR Dec. 70-22037 Filed 8-14-79: 845 am]
BILLING CODE §320-01-M

e —

DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE
Industry and Trade Administration

Department of Agriculture/Beltsville;
Decision on Application for Duty-Free
Entry of Scientific Article

The following is a decision on an
application for duty-free entry of a
scientific article pursuant to Section 6{c)
of the Educational, Scientific and
Cultural Materials Importation Act of
1966 (Pub. L. 89-651, 80 Stat. 897} and the
regulations issued thereunder as .
amended (15 CFR 301).

A copy of the record pertaining to this
decision is available for public review
between 8:30 AM. and 5:00 P.M. at 666—
11th Street, N.\WV. (Room 735)
Washington, D.C.

Docket Number: 79-00233. Applicant:
United States Department of
Agriculture, SEA, AR, ASI, Reproduction
Laboratory, Bldg. 177B, BARC-EAST,
Beltsville, Maryland 20705. Article:
Double Tilt Specimen Holder, Cooling
Holder, Power Supply and PC Board for
Direct Magnification Reading for
Electron Microscope. Manufacturer:
Hitachi, Perkin-Elmer, Japan. Intended
use of Article: The Articles are
accessories to an existing electron
mricroscope which will be used to
cylologically examine biological tissues
from agricultural research experiments.
These research problems, which pertain
to food and fiber production, include
cylological examinations of sperm -
transport and storage in farm animals,
host-parasite interactions involving crop
plants and parasitic nematodes,
taxonomic studies gaining a cytological
explanation for mastitis in cattle, etc:

Comments: No comments have been
received with respect to this application.
Decision: Application approved. No
instrument or apparatus of equivalent
scientific value to the foreign article, for
such purposes as this article is intended
to be used, is being manufactured in the
United States. Reasons: The application
relates to a compatible accessory for an
instrument that had been previously
imported for the use of the applicant
institution. The article is being furnished
by the manufacturer which produced the
instrument with which the article is
intended to be used and is pertinent to
the applicant’s purposes.

The Department of Commerce knows
of no similar accessory being
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marnufactured in the United States,
which is interchangeable with or can be
readily adapted to the instrument with
which the foreign article is intended to
be used. :

. (Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance
Program No, 11.105, Importation of Duty-Free
Educational and Scientific Materials.} -
Richard M. Seppa, ’ :
Director, Statutory Import Programs Staff.

[FR Doc. 79-28772 Filed 8-14-78; 8:45 am}
BILLING CODE 3510-25-M

Department of Agriculture/Beltsville;
Decision on Application for Duty-Free
Entry of Scientific Article

The following is a decision on an
application for duty-free entry of a
scientific article pursuant to Section 6(c)
of the Educational, Scientific; and
Cultural Materials Importation Act of
1966 (Public Law 89-651, 80-Stat. 897} -~
and the regulations issued thereunder as.
amended (15 CFR 301). *

A copy of the record pertaining to thig
decision is available for public review
between 8:30 A.M. and 5:00 P.M. at 666
11th Street, N.W. (Room 735)
Washington, D.C.

Docket Number: 79-00247. Applicant: -
VA Wadsworth Medical Center,
Wilshire and Sawtelle Blvds., Los
Angeles, CA.90073. Article: LKB Model
2127-001 Tachophor complete with __
Power Supply Unit and Accessories.:
Manufacuturer: LKB Produkter AB,
Sweden. Intended use of article: The
article is intended to be used for studies
of biological materials including .
proteins, peptides and metabolites from
plant and animal tissues. Investigations -
will include studies on in vitro and/or i
vivo reactions between molecules
following increase, decrease, or absence.
of bne or all of the reacting molecules..
The objective pursued in the course of
these investigations is to understand the
interrelationship. between biological
molecules and to correlate these
changes with chemical alterations seen
in human diseases.

Comments: No comments have been

received with respect to this application.
Decision: Application approved. No
instrument or apparatus of equivalent -
scientific value to the foreign article, for

H

such purposes as this article is intended -

to be used, is being manufactured in the
United States. Reasons: The foreign
article provides the capability for
counter flow isotachorphoresis. The
Department of Health, Education, and
Welfare advises in its memorandum
dated August,9, 1979 that (1} the
capability of the foreign article
described abave is pertinent to the
applicant’s intended purpose and (2} it

knows of no domestic instrument or
apparatus of equivalent scientific-value
to the foreign article for the applicant’s
intended use. ,

-~ The Department of Commerce knows
of no other instrument or apparatus of
equivalent scientific value to the foreign
article, for such purposes as this article
is intended to be used, which is being
manufactured in the United States.
{Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance
Program No. 11.105, Imporiation of Duty-Free
Educational and Scientific. Materials.)
Richard M. Seppa,

Director, Statutory Import Programs Staff.

[FR Doc. 79-28773 Filed 9-14-75; 8:45 am} -
BILLING CODE 3510-25-M

University of Missouri Columbia;
Decision on Application for Duty-Free
Entry of Scientific Article ~

" The following is a decision on an
application for duty-free entry of a
scientific articlg pursuant to Section 6(c}
of the Educational, Scientific, and:
Cultural Materials. Importation Act of
1966 (Public Law 89-651, 80 Stat. 897)

-- and the regulations issued thereunder as

amended (15 CFR 301).

A copy of the record pertaining to this
decision is available for public review
between 8:30 A.M. and 5:00 P.M. at 666
11th Street, N.W. (Room 735}
Washington, D.C. ’ ,

Docket Number: 79-00248. Applicant;
University of Missouri, Columbia,
Missouri 65211. Article: Continuous
Recording Oscilloscope Camera, Model
PC-3A with Accessories. Manufacturer:
Baytronix Ltd., Canada. Intended Use of

* Article: The article is intended to be

used to recard the electro-physiological
responses from the auditory neurons or

- muscle fibers of an gxperimental animal.

Comments: No comments have been-
received with respect to this application.
Decision: Application approved. No
instrument or apparatus of equivalent
scientific value to the foreign article, for
such purposes as this article is intended
to be used, is being manufactured in the
United States. Reasans: The foreign
article provides continuous recording
while the oscilloscope is being viewed.
The Department of Health, Education,
and Welfare advises in its memorandum
dated August 9, 1979 that (1) the
capability of the foreigm article

* described above is pertinent to the

applicant’s intended-purpose and (2) it
knows of no domestic instrument or
apparatus of equivalent scientific value
to- the foreign article for the applicant’s

. intended-use. -

The Department of Commerce knows
of no other instrument or apparatus of
equivalent scientific value to the foreign
article, for such purposes as this article

is intended to be used, which is being
manufactured in the United States.

" (Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance
- Program No. 11,105, Importation of Duty-Free

Educational and Scientific Materials.)
Richard M. Seppa,

Director; Statutory Import Programs Staff.
{FR Doc. 79-26774 Filed §-14-79: 8:45 am}
BILLING CODE 3510-25-M )

University of Southern California;
Decision on Application for Duty-Free
Entry of Sclentific Article

The following is a decision on an
application for duty-free entry of a

. scientific article pursuant to Section 6(c)

of the Educational, Scientific, and
Cultural Materials Importation Act of
1966 (Public Law 89-651, 80 Stat. 897)
and the regulations issued thereunder as
amended (15 CFR 301).

_ A copy of the record pertaining to this
decision is available for public review
between 8:30 A.M. and 5:00 A.M. at 666-
11th Street, N.W. (Room 735) ‘
Washington, D.C.

Docket No. 79-00269. Applicant:
University of Southern California,

. Electrical Engineering Dept., University

Park, Los Angeles, CA 90007, Article:
Pulsed CO. TEA Laser, Model TEA 103.
Manufacturer; Lumonics Ltd., Canada.
Intended use of article: The article ia

" intended to be used to optically pump

molecules in order to create population
inversions between energy states of the
pumped molecules. The article will be
used by graduate students in order to
carry out the original research required
for the Ph. D. degree.

Comments: No comments have been
received with respect to this application,
Decision: Application approved. No

instrument or apparatus of equivalent
scientific value to the foreign article, for
such purposes as this article is intended

-to be used, is. being manufactured in the

United States.

Reasons: The foreign article provides
a pulse ehergy of 10 joules using the CO,
laser. The National Bureau of Standards
advises in its memorandum dated
August 16, 1979 that (1) the capability of
the foreign article described above is
pertinent to the applicant’s interided

. purpose and (2) it knows of no domestic

instrument or apparatus of equivalent
scientific value to the foreign.article for
the applicant’s intended use.

The Department of Commerce knows
of no other instrument or apparatus of
equivalent scientific value to the foreign
article, for such purposes as this article
is intended to be used, which is being
manufactured in the United. States.
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(Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance
Program No 11.105, Importation of Duty-Free
Educational and Scientific Materials.)
Richard M. Seppa,

Director, Statutory Import Programs Staff.
[FR Doc. 78-28775 Filed 9-14-79: 8:45 am]

BILLING CODE 3516-25-M

University of Chicago, et al.;
Applications for Duty-Free Entry of
Scientific Articles

The following are notices of the
receipt of applications for duty-free
entry of scientific articles pursuant to
Section 6(c) of the Educational,
Scientific, and Cultural Materials -
Importation Act of 1966 {Public Law 89-
651; 80 Stat. 897). Interested persons
may present their views with respect to
the question of whether an instrument or
apparatus of equivalent scientific value
for the purposes for which the article is
intended to be used is being
manufactured in the United States. Such
comments must be filed in triplicate
with the Director, Statutory Import
Programs Staff, Bureau of Trade
Regulation, U.S. Department of

Commerce, Washington, D.C. 20230, by

October 8, 1979.

Regulations {15 CFR 301.9) issued
under the cited Act prescribe the
requirements for comments.

A copy of each application is on file,
and may be examined between 8:30
A.M. and 5:00 P.M., Monday through
Friday, in Room 735 at 666-11th Street
N.W. Washington, D.C.

Docket No. 79-00380. Applicant: The
University of Chicago, Department of
Chemistry, 5735 South Ellis Avenue,
Chicago, Illinois 60637. Article: Supercon
NMR System. Manufacturer; Oxford
Instruments Inc., United Kindgom.
Intended use of article: The article is
intended to be used in research to be
conducted as an integral part of the
graduate educational program. The
purpose of the program is to train and
educate Ph.Ds in various Chemistry
courses. The various research includes
but is not limited to the following:

1. Investigation of reactive intermediates
and reaction mechanisms by magnetic
resonance chemically induced nuclear
polarizaticn, X

2. Matrix isolation techniques used to study
trapped reaction intermediates,

3. Magnetic resonance studies on
photosynthetic pigments,

4. Flash-photolysis-NMR,

5. The study of short-chain biradicals by
CIDNP at very high magnetic fields,

6. Studies in synthesis of natural and
unnatural compounds, and

7. Organometallic synthesis and reaction
chemistry.

Application received by .
Commissioner of Customs: August 20,
1979.

Docket No. 79-00398. Applicant:
University of Utah, Room 136 South
Biology, Salt Lake City, Utah 84112.
Article: CO; Infrared Gas Analyzer and
Accessories. Manufacturer: Analytical
Development Co., United Kingdom.
Intended use of article: The article is
intended to be used for photosynthetic
studies of desert plants. These studies
are to be conducted in the field under
natural environmental conditions.
Planned experiments include
measurements of net photosynthesis as
a function of irradiance and water siress
as well as diurnal measurements of net
photosynthesis. The article will also be
used in the course, “Plant Adaptation,”
Biology #586 in which includes a
laboratory where field measurements of
plant physiological pracesses are taught.
Application received by Commissioner
of Customs: August 20, 1979.

Docket No. 79-00399. Applicant:
University of Colorado, Joint Institute
for Laboratory Astrophysics, B131,
Boulder, Colorado 80309, Article:
Lambda Physik, Model EMG 101
Excimer Laser and Accessories.
Manufacturer: Lambda-Physik, West
Germany. Intended use of article: The
article is intended to be used to produce
large quantities of free raditals by
molecular dissociation for the study of
the reaction chemistry, spectroscopy
and energy transfer of the free radicals.
Infrared emission spectroscopy is used
to detect the radicals, along with double
resonance probe {echniques. The
systems to be studied are relevant to
combustion pracess, chain reaction
chemistry, and atmospheric process.
Two postdoctoral students and one
graduate student will use the article for
their research and will learn
fundamental techniques of laser
applications in chemical and physical
research while using it. Application
received by Commissioner of Customs:
August 20, 1979.

Docket No. 79-00400. Applicant:
Methodist Hospital of Indiana, Inc., P.O.
Box 1367, 1604 North Capitol Avenue,
Indianapolis, Indiana 46202. Article:
Radiotherapy planning system, Model
TP-11 and Accessories. Manufacturer:
Atomic Energy of Canada Lid., Canada.
Intended use of arlicle: The article is
intended to be used in conjunction with
a Cobalt 60 Teletherapy unit to calculate
the dose distribution due to radiation in
tissue. Experiments will consist of the
maodeling of radiation dose distributions
by the computing system and
comparison of the results with actual
measurements. Application received by

Commissioner of Customs: August 20,
1979, .

Docket No. 79-00401. Applicant:
College of Medicine and Dentistry of
New Jersey—New Jersey Medical
School, Department of Patholozy, 100
Bergen Street, Newark, NJ 07103. Article:
LKB 2128-010/Ultrotome IV
Ultramicrotome and Accessories.
Manufacturer: LKB Producker AB,
Sweden. Intended use of article: The
article is intended to be used to section
medical and biological materials for
ultrastructural studies. These materials
will include human and animal tissues,
cyto and histachemical studies on
enzyme and subcellular organelle
localization in cells and tissues, afid
subcellular changes in cells induced by
human disease processes or by
experimentally intraduced noxious
elements in animals. The objective of
these studies is to further basic ’
knowledge on cell and tissue
ultrastructure and to reveal, at the
ultrastructural level the enzyme
lacalization and distribution in cells and
tissues developing under normal and
pathological conditians. The article will
also be used in the graduate course,
Research in Pathology to train students
in the use and application of electron
microscopy and to used the the electron
microscope in selving individual
research problems. Application received
by Commissioner of Customs: August 20,
1979.

Docket No. 78-00402. Applicant:
Robert B. Brigham Hospital, A Division
of the Affiliated Hospital Center, Inc.,
125 Park Hill Avenue, Boston. MA 02120.
Article: LKB 2128010/ Ultrotome IV
Ultramicrotome and Accessories.
Manufacturer: LKB Produkter AB,
Sweden. Intended use of article: The
article is intended to be used for the
examination of biological materials
including: human tissues and blood
cells; the human parasites, Schistosoma
mansonij, ishmania donovani, malaria,
Trypansoma cruzi Burghia malayif and
Trichinella spiralis; and a variety of rat
tissues including kidneys and knee
joints. The studies will include the
ultrastructure of various paraistes and
their interactions with human cells in
immune mediated reactions,
immunochemical localization of
molecules in parasites and in animal
tissues, monitoring of subcellular
fractionation, and determination of the
morpholagical changes cccurring in
arthritic rat knees. Application received
by Commissioner of Customs: August 20,
1979.

Docket No. 79-00403. Applicant:

. Mount Sinai School of Medicine,

Adrenal Research Laboratory, Veterans
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Administration Hospital, 130 W.
Kingsbridge Road, Bronx, New York
10468. Article: Mass spectrometer

-System, Model MM 70/70. Manufacturer:
V.G. Micromass, United Kingdom.
Intended use of article: The article will
be used for the qualitative and -
quantititave analysis of hormones,

. especially steroids, their metabolites,
biosynthetic intermediates, precursors
and chemical derivatjves in biomedical
applications concerned with the role of

"these substances in normal physiology

"and in disease states. The mass
spectrometric applications will include

“unimolecular gas phase reactions and-
gas phase ion-molecule reactions

* -including chemical ionization mass

spectrometry and ion-molecule reactions .
which might have-utility for the analysis .
of this group of hormonal products.
Application receéived by Gommissioner
of Customs: August 20,1979, '
Docket No. 79-00404. Applicant: North
. Shore University Hospital, 300 ~© °
Commiunity Drive, Manhasset, New
York 11030. Article: Simulator, Radiation -
Oncology Treatment System, and Tumor
Registry System. Manufacturer: Atomic
Energy of Canada Ltd., Canada. '
Intended use of article: The article is

"intended fo be used for the treatment of

cancer patients during which it is

""expected that new clinical results may *

. be yielded. It is also expected that

interested physicians and health care
» prafessionals will be involved in the

educational process of how this affect

the patient in his entirety—socially, -
psycholdgically and physiologically. -
' »Application received by Commissioner
of Customs: August 20, 1979. ’
! Docket No. 79-00405. Applicant:
Columbia University, Department of:
Anatomny, College of Physicians and
‘Surgeons, 630 West 168th Street, New
York, N.Y. 10032. Article: Electron
Microscope, Model JEM-100S and :
'Accessories. Manufacturer: JEOL Ltd.,-

. _~]Japan. Intended use of article: The

article is intended to be used for the.’

" ultrastructural and cytochemical
characterization of a variety of tissues .
including CNS, gut and endocrine gland .

. during fetal, neonatal and adult periods:’
Experiments are to be carried out will

i involve obta_mmg samples of these -
various tissuesat different periods of °

) development from both normal and
expérimentally manipulated animals
and correlating the cytochemical and
ultrastructural appeéarance of the 2 sets
of animals. Members of the staff will use
the article for ultrastructural research
and to instruct pre-doc and post-doc in -

-the ultrastructurdl characterization of

" - CNS, gut and endocrines during

development. Application received by

Commissioner of Customs:-August 20,
1979. -

Docket No. 79-00407. Applicant: The
Cleveland Clinic Foundation, 9500
Euclide Avenue; Cleveland, Ohio 44106.
Article: Therac 20/Saturne Linear
Accelerator. Manufacturer: Atomic

Energy of Canada, Canada. Intended use

of article: The article intended to be -
used for the investigation of dynamic
radiation therapy technique which.
involves computer control of a photon

- machine such that rotation, couch

movement, field size adjustment, and
source-skin-distance all may be varied
during treatment yielding a radiation
dose-which more uniformly conforms to -
-, the fumor volume. In-addition to .
research in dynamic radiation therapy, .
research is planned in radiation physics.
*In particular, design of an external
magnetic analysis system to shape the
area irradiated by the electron beam. :
~The article will also be used in the

training of residents in standard therapy -

techniques and also in the more.
-sophisticated techniques of rotational

- electron beam therapy and dynamic
.therapy. Additionally, there is a training -
program for radiation therapy
technologists. Application received by
Commissioner of Customs: Auoust 22,
1978.

(Catalog of Federal Domeshc Assistance

Program No.11.105, Importation of Duty-Free
~ Educational and Scientific Matenals ) ’

" Richard M. Seppa,’
" Direclor, Statuto:y Import Programs Staff.

i ll'RADoc 79-26776 Filed 9-14-79; 8:45 amj

BILLING CODE 3510-25-8 ~

Mantlme Admmlstfatuon
[Docl.et No.S-6471 -

Cove Ships, Inc.; Applicataon

7 Notice is hereby given that Cove

Ships Inc. has filed appllcatmn under
the Merchant Marine Act, 1936, as
.amended (the Act), for operatmg-
“ -differential subsndy to engage in bulk’
cargo carryingservice in the U.S. foreign
trade, principally between the United
" States and the Union of Soviet Socialist
Republics, to expire on December 31,
; 1979, unless extended. Inasmuch as
-Cove Ships Inc., and/or related persons
or firms, employ or may employ ships-in
the domestic intercoastal or coastwise _
service, writien permission of the
Maritime Administration under section
805(a) of the-Act will be required if the
application for operating-differential
subsidy is to be/approved

Cove Ships Inc. is owned by Cove
Steam’ship Inc., whose parent company

is Cove Maritime Companies Inc.
Samuel Kahn, an officer and dicector of
Cove Shlps Inc., owns & pecuniary
interest in Seatrain Lines, Inc. One
officer and director of Cove Ships Inc.
owns a pecuniary interest in Cove
Tankers Associates, a related company,
and two officers and directors own &
pecuniary interest in Cove .
Communicator Assoclales. a related
company.

Cove Shlps Inc. requests written
permission for its owned tanker, COVE
SAILOR (formerly ERNA ELIZABETH),
to be operated by Cove Shipping Inc., an
affiliate, in worldwide operahons
(mcludmg domestic operation for

. . service under Military Sealift Command

[MSC) or private charters}, as well us
the right to move the vesse! from one
domesti¢ trade to another, and/or from -
a foreign trade to a domestic trade.
Permission also is requested for the
" COVE SPIRIT, owned by Cove Carriers
Inc., a related company, and the COVE
ENGINEER and COVE RANGER, ownod
- by CTS Associates (CTS). a related
company, to be operated similarly by -
Cove Shipping Inc. Cove Tank Ships
" Inc., a related company, is the managing
* venturer.of CTS. An officer and director
of Cove Tank Ships Inc. owns a
pecuniary interest in Seatrain Lines, Ino.
It will be necessary to extend to Cove
. Ventures Inc., Cove Tankers Inc. and
Cove Trading Inc., affilates of the
applicant and holders of opemtmg‘
differential subsidy contracts in bulk
_trades with the Union of Soviet Sociﬁlisl
Repubhcs, the foregoing written
permissions requested by Cove Ships
Inc.-Conversely. it will be necessary to
extend to Cove Ships Inc. the section
805(a) written permission previously
‘granted to Cove Ventures Inc., Cove
Tankers, and Cove Trading lnc These

- >perm1ssmns are as follows:

. 1. For Cove Ventures Inc. to own the
COVE LEADER for operation in the
domestlc trade;

: 2. For Cove thppmg Ing. to operate
the COVE LEADER in lhe domestic
trade‘

- 3:For Cove Tankers Associates and
Cove Communicator Associates, .

. affilidgtes of Cove Ventures Inc., lo own
the COVE NAVIGATOR (formerly
MOUNT NAVIGATOR) and COVE
COMMUNICATOR, respectively;

4, For Seatrain Lines, Inc. to operate
vessels in the domestic trade, including
the Alaska/Panama trade and certain
Military Sealift Command (MSC)
operahons, as a result of a pecuniary

" interest in Seatrain Lines, Inc. through «

minority stock interest on the part of an
officer and director of edch of Cove
.Ventures Inc., Cove Trading Inc., and '
Cove Tankers Inc;”
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5. For Cove Tankers Corporation’s
owned vessel, COVE EXPLORER
{formerly MOUNT EXPLORERY}, and its
bareboat chartered vessels. COVE
NAVIGATOR and COVE
COMMUNICATOR, to engage in the
domestic service under MSC or private
charter, and for Cove Shipping Inc. to
operate these vessels in the domestic
trade;

6. For Cove Trading Inc. to own the
COVE TRADER for worldwide
operation (including-domestic
operation), and Cove Shipping Inc. to
operate the COVE TRADER and
STUYVESANT in the carriage of
Alaskan oil in the domestic trade; and

7. For the right to move the foregoing
vessels from one domestic trade to
another, and/or from a foreign trade to a
domestic trade.

The foregoing written permission is
required notwithstanding the fact thata
grain voyage would not be eligible for
subsidy if the vessel engages in the
domestic trade on that voyage.

Any person, firm, or corporation
having any interest (within the meaning
of section 805(a)) in such application
and desiring to be heard on issues
pertinent to section 805(a) and desiring
to submit comments or views concering
the application must, by close of busines
on October 11, 1979, file same with the
Secretary, Maritime Administration, in
writing, in triplicate, together with
petition for leave to intervene which
shall state clearly and concisely the
grounds of interest, and the alleged facts
relied on for relief.

If no petitions fer leave to intervene
are received within the specified time or
if it is determined that petitions filed do
not demonsirate sufficient interest to
warrant a hearing, the Maritime
Administration will take such action ayg
may be deemed appropriate.

In the event petitions regarding the
relevant section 805{a) issues are
received from parties with standing to
be heard, a hearing will be held, the
purpose of which will be to receive
evidence under section 805(a) relative to
whether the proposed operations (a)
could result in unfair competition to any
person, firm, or corporation operating
exclusively in the coastwise or
intercoastal service, or (b) would be
prejudicial to the objects and policy of
the Act relative to domestic trade
operations.

Dated: September 11, 1979.

(Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance
Program No. 11.504 Operating-Differential
Subsidies (ODS)}

By order of the Assistant Secretary for
Maritime Affairs.
Robert J. Patton, Jr.,
Acting Secretary.
[FR Doc. 73-28506 Filed 8-14-71; 8:35 am)
BILLING CODE 3510-15-H

DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE
Office of the Secretary of Defense

DoD Advisory Group on Electron
Devices; Advisory Committee Meeting

The DoD Advisory Group on Electron
Devices (AGED) will meet in closed
session on 4 Oclober 1979, at 201 Varick
Street, 9th Floor, New York, New York
10014.

The mission of the Advisory Group is
to provide the Under Secretary of
Defense for Research and Engineering,
the Director, Defense Advanced
Research Projects Agency and the
Military Departments with technical
advice on the conduct of economical
and effective research and development
program in the area of Electron Devices.

The AGED meeting will be limited to
review of research and development
programs which the Military
Departments propose to initiate with
industry universities or in their
laboratories. The agenda far this
meeting will include programs on
Radiation Hardened Devices,
Microwave Tubes, Displays and Lasers.
The review will include details of
classified defense programs throughout.

In accordance with 5 U.S.C. App. 1
10{d) (1976), it has been determined that
this Advisory Group meeting concerns
matters listed in 5 U.S.C. § 552b(c) (1)
{1976), and that accordingly, this
meeting will be closed to the public.

September 12, 1979.

H. E. Lofdahl,

Director, Correspondence and Dircctives,
Washington Headquarters Services,
Department ¢f Defense.

[FR Doc. 78-2878% Filed 8-14-7%: 845 am]

BILLING CODE 3810-70-R

DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY

Economic Regulatory Administration
[ERA Docket No. 73-CERT-084]

Arizona Public Service Co.; Application
for Certification of Use of Natural Gas
To Displace Fuel Oll

Take notice that on August 27, 1979,
Arizona Public Service Company
{Arizona Public), P.O. Box 21666,
Phoenix, Arizona, 85036, filed an
application for certification of an

eligible use of natural gas ta displace

fuel oil at its Ocotillo Plant in Tempe,

Arizona, West Phoenix Plant in Phoenix,

Arizona, Saguaro Plant in Red Rock,

Arizona, and Yuma Plant in Yuma, ,

Arizona, pursuant to 10 CFR Part 595 (44

FR 47920, August 16, 1979}, all as more

fully set forth in the application on file

with the Economic Regulatary

Administration {ERA) and open to

public inspection at the ERA, Docket

Room 4126-4, 2000 M Street, NW.,

Washington. D.C., 20461, from 8:30

a.m.—4:30 p.m., Monday through Friday,

except Federal holidays.

In its application, Arizona Public
states that the volumes of natural gas
for which it requests certification are
10,832,000 Mcf per year for the Ocotillo
Plant, 1,671,000 Mcf per year for the
West Phoenix Plant, 5,470,000 Mcf per
year for the Saguaro Plant, and 2,808,000
Mcf per year for the Yuma Plant.

The eligible seller is Delht Gas
Pipeline Corporation, Fidelity Union
Tower, Dallas, Texas 75201 and the gas
will be transported by EI Paso Natural
Gas Company. This natural gas will
displace the use of the following
volumes of No. 6 and No. 2 fuel oil per
year:

Ocotillo Plant—1,635,550 barrels of No. 6
{0.9% sulfur); 250,000 barrels af No. 2 {0.57%
sulfur).

West Phoenix Plant—53,260 barrels of No. 6
{0.9% sulfur); 251,400 barrels of No. 2 (0.5%
sulfur).

Saguaro Plant—715,800 barrels of No. 6 (0.5%
sulfur}); 243,800 barrels of No. 2 (057
sulfur).

Yuma Plant—346.300 barrels of No. 6 (0.9%
sulfur); 147,800 barrels of No. 2 (0.57
sulfur). ~

In order to provide the public with as
much opportunity to participate in this
proceeding as is practicable under the
circumstances, we are inviting any
person wishing to comment concerning
this application to submit comments in
writing to the Economic Regulatory
Administrafion, Room 4126-a, 2000 M
Street, NW., Washington, D.C. 20461.

Attention: Mr. Finn K. Neilsen, on or
before September 27, 1979.

An opportunity to make an oral
presentation of data, views, and
arguments either against or in support of
this application may be requested by
any interested person in writing within
the ten (10} day comment period. The
request should state the person’s
interest, and, if appropriate, why the
person is a proper representative of a
group or class of persons that has such
an interest. The request should include a
summary of the proposed oral
presentation and a statement as to why
an oral presentation is riecessary. If
ERA determines an oral presentation is
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required, further notice will be given to
Arizona Public and any persons filing

_ comments, and publlshed in the Federal
Reglster. o R

Issued in Washmgton. D. C on- Septémber

11, 1979.
Doris J. Dewton, -
Assistant Administrator, Office of Petroleum
" Operations, Economic Hegulatory
Administration. -
[FR Doc. 79-28780 Filed 8-14-79; 8:45 am] . P,
BILLING CODE 6450-01-M R

(ERA Docket No. 79-CERT-087] . -

Noranda Aluminum, Inc.; Appliéatioh
for Certification of the Use 'of Natural
" Gas To Displace Fuel Oil

Take notice that on August 30, 1978,

Noranda Aluminum, Inc. (Noranda), P.O.

,»:Box 70, New Madrid, Missouri, 63869,
filed an application for certification of -
an eligible use of natural gas to dlsplace
fuel oil at its primary aluminum
reduction plant at New Madrid,

_ Missouri, pursuant to 10 CFR Part 595 o

(44 FR 47920, August 16, 1979), all as.

more fully set forth in the application on™

file with the Economic Regulatory
Administration (ERA) and open to
public inspection at the ERA, Docket
Room 4126~A, 2000 M Street, N.W.,
Washington, D.C.; 20461, from 8:30 a.m.-
4:30 p.m., Monday through Friday,
except Federal holidays.

In its application, Noranda states that
the volume of natural gas, for which it
requests certlficatlon is approximately
1,000 Mcf per day and the eligible seller
will be either TEAMCO, P.O. Box 1050,
'Corpus Christi, Texas, 78403, or Energy
Buyers Service Corporation, P,O. Box
19832, Houston, Texas, 77024..

This natural gas will displace the use
of approximately 7,190 gallons of No: 2
fuel oil (0.5-1.5% sulfur) per day at the
New Madrid plant. The gas will be
transported by Tennessee Gas
Transportation Company, Box 2511,
Houston, Texas, 77001, Texas Eastern
Transmission Corporation, P.0O. Box
2521, Houston, Texas 77001, and-
Associated Natural Gas Company; Box

. 628, Blytheville, Arkansas, 72315, -

In order to provide the public with as
much opportunity to participate in this .
proceedmg as is practicable under the
.circumstances, we are inviting any -

" person wishing to comment concerning
this application to submniit comments in
writing to the Economic Regulatory
Administration, Room 4126-A, 2000 M
Street, N.W., Washington, D.C. 20461,
Attention: Mr Finn K. Nellsen, by
September 27, 1979. . v

An opportunity to make an oral
.- presentation of data, views, and -
arguments either agamst orin support of

this application may be requested by
any interested person in writing within’
. the ten (10) day-.comment period: The
request should state the person’s ;.
interest, and, if appropriate, why the |
person is a proper representative ofa -
-group of class of persons that has such

..an interest. The request should mclude a -

summary of the proposed oral
presentation and a statement as to why
an oral presentation is necessary. If’
ERA determines an oral presentation’is
required, further notice will be given to

. Noranda.and any persons filing
comments, and published in the Federal
Register. .

; lssued in Washington, D,C:, on Seplember

1, 1979.. i ;

Dons I Dewton, -
Ass:slant ' Administrator, Offlce of. Petroleum
Operations, EcanamtcReguIatary
Administration.
IFR Doc. 79-28782  Filed 9-14-79; 645 em)
BILLING CODE 6450-01-M »

[ERA Docket No. 79-CERT-088] '

Terra Chemical International, Inc.; .
Application for Certification of the Use
of Natural Gas To Displace Fuel Oil

Take notice that on September 4, 1979,
Terra Chemical International, Inc.
(Terra), P.O. Box 1828, Sioux City, Iowa,
51101, filed an application for
" certification of an eligible use of natural
gas to displage fuel oil at.its Port Neal

plant in Port Neal, Iowa, pursuant to 10" -

CFR Part 595 (44 FR 47920, August 16,
1979), all as more fully set forth in the
application on file with the Economic

" Regulatory Administration (ERA) and
open to public inspection at the ERA, -

. Docket Room 4126-A, 2000 M Street,

N.w, Washmgton. D.C., 20461; from 8:30
a.m.~4:30 p.m., Monday through Fnday,
except Federal holidays:

In its application, Terra states that the -

volume of natural gas for which it ,
requests certification is approximately -
+ 4,000 Mcf per day and the eligible sellers
are Centennial Gas Corporation, ¢fo
Industrial Gas’ Services, Inc., 4501
Wadsworth Blvd., Wheat Ridge,

". Colorado, 80033, and Yates Drilling Co.
and Martin Yates III, 207 South Fourth

-Streel, Artesia, New Mexico, 88210. ~ -

This natural gas will displace the use
of approximately 3,500,000 gallons of No.
- Z'fuel oil (0.5% sulfur) for the period
between October 1, 1979, and April 1,
1980, at the Port Neal plant. The gas will -

" be transported by Northern Natural Gas ..

.Company, Colorado Interstate Gas
Company; and Iowa Public Sermce h
_ Company.

In order to provxde the pubhc with’ as .
-much opportunity to participate in this
proceedmg asis practlcable under the -

circumstances, we are inviting any

* person wishing to comment concerning

this apphcahon to submit comments in
writing to the Economic Regulatory

- Administration, Room 4126-A, 2000 M -

Street, N.W., Washington, D.C, 20461, .
Attention: Mr. Finn K. Neilsen, by
September 27, 1979,

.An opportunity to make an oral
presentation of data, views, and
arguments either against or in support of

this application may be requested by

any interested person in writing within
the ten (10) day comment penod The

‘request should state the person’s

interest, and, if appropriate, why the
Pperson is'a proper representative of a
group or class of persons that has such
an interest. The request should include a
summary of the proposed oral '
-presentation and a statement as to why
an oral presentation is necessary. If
ERA determines an oral presentation is
required, further notice will be given to
Terra and any persons filing comments,
and published in the Federal Register.

- Issued in Washington, D.C., on September
11, 1979, '

Doris J. Dewton, '

* Assistant Administrator, Office of Petrolewm

Operations, Economic Regulatory
vAdministration.

[FR Doc. 79-28781 Filed 9-14-79; 8:43 am|

BILLING CODE 6450-01-M

Power Management, Inc.; Proposed
Remedial Order

Pursuant to 10 CFR § 205.192(c), lho
Economic Regulatory Administration
(ERA) of the Department of Energy
hereby gives notice of a Proposed

-Remedial Order which was issued to
Power Management, Inc., 301 W.
Broadway, Ardmore, Oklahoma 73401,
This Proposed Remedial Ocder charges
PML.with pricing violations in the
amount of $193,065.84, relative to PMI's
sale of certain domestic crude oil at free
market prices which the firm
charactenzed as ‘new,"” “released,” or

“stripper well” crude oil during the
period September 1, 1973 throu0h
January 31, 1976:

A copy of the Proposed Remedial
Order, with confidential information
deleted, may be obtairied from Wayne 1.
TucKer, District Manager, Southwest
District Enforcement, Department of
Energy, Economic Regulatory
Administration, P.O. Box 35228, Dallas,
Texas 75235, or by calling (214) 749-
7626. Within fifteen (15) days of .
publication of this notice. any aggrieved
person may file a Notice of Objection
with the Office of Hearings and

Appeals, 2000 M Street, N\W.,
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‘Washington, D.C, 20461, in accordance
with 10 CFR § 205.193.

Issued in Dallas, Texas, on the 30th day of
August, 1978.
Herbert F. Buchanan,
Deputy District Manager, Southwest District
Enforcement.
[ER Doc. 76-28706 Filed 8-14-79: 8:35 am]
BILLING CODE 6450-01-M -

Federal Energy Regulatory Commission

[Docket Nos. AR61-2, et al. AR69-1, et al.
and AR64-2, et al.j

Area Rate Proceedings, et al., Texas
Gulf Coast Area and Southern
Lpui'siaha Area; Extension of Time

September 7, 1979.

On August 29, 1979, ARCO Oil and
Gas Company, a Division of Atlantic
Riclifield and Company (ARCO) filed a
motion with the-Commission requesting
an extension of time to file Revised
Refund Disbursement Reports in
compliance with Ordering Paragraph (C)
of the Commission's Order issued
November 28, 1978, in the subject
proceedings. The motion states that
additional time is needed to recalculate
excess refund payments in light of
recent Court action with respect to
Refund Credits due FPC Opinion No. 749
-sales. The motion further states that one

. of ARCO's purchasers has not yet
approved a Reserve Dedication Report
revision and submitied it to the
Commission, thereby making refund
redistribution impossible in the
Southern Louisiana area.

Upon consideration, notice is hereby
given that ARCO is granted an
extension of time to and including
October 1, 1979, for compliance with
Ordering Paragraph (C) of the November
28,1978, order. ~° ~ :
Kenneth F. Plumb,

Secrelary.
[FR Doc. 78-26751 Filed 9-14-79: 8:45 am)
BILLING CODE 6450-01-M

[Project Nos. 2497, 2758, 2766, 2768, 2770,
2771, 2772, and 2775}

Brown Co. and Linweave, Inc.;
Application for Transfer of Minor
Licenses

September 10, 1979.

Public notice is hereby given that an
application was filed on June 5, 1979,
under the Federal Power Act, 16 U.S.C.
§§ 791a-825r, by Brown Company
(Licensee) and Linweave, Inc.
(Transferee) (Correspondence to: Mr. Ira
H. Belshky, Secretary and Treasurer,
Linweave, Inc., 10 Linweave Drive,
Holyoke, Massachusetts, 01040) for

transfer of minor licenses on the
following projects:

(1) Mt. Tom Mill, Project No. 2497

(2) Crocker Mill (A/B wheel) Project
Nos. 2758/2766 \

(3) Albion Mill (A wheel) Project No.
2768 . ‘

(4) Crocker Mill (C wheel) Project No.
2770

(5) Nonotuck Mill Project No. 2771

{6) Linweave Warehouse (A wheel)
Project No. 2772

(7) Linweave Warehouse {D wheel)
Project No. 2775

Each project is located on the
Connecticut River in the City of
Holyoke, Hampden County,
Massachusetts.

The applicanisrequest Commission
approval of the transfer of the minor
licenses presently held by Brown
Company to Linweave, Inc. All project
properties were conveyed from Brown
Company lo Linweave, Inc. by warranty
deed on March 2, 1979. Licensee certifies
that it has fully complied with the terms
of the licenses and gbligates itself to pay
annual charges accrued to the date of
transfer. Transferee agrees lo accept all
the terms and conditions of the licenses
and to be bound thereby.

Transferee proposes to continue lo
operale Project Nos, 2497, 2758, 2766,
2768, 2770, 2771, 2772, and 2775 in the
same manner and for the same purposes
for which they are now operated,
namely, as sources of power and energy
for the textile mills adjacent to the
project. The projects consist egsentially
of penstocks, turbines, generators, and
tailraces located al eight different
locations and having total installed
generaling capacity of 3090 kW.

Anyone desiring to be heard or to
make any protest about this application
should file a petition to intervene or a
protest with the Federal Energy
Regulatory Commission in accordance
with the requirements of the
Commission's Rules of Practice and _
Procedure, 18 CFR § 1.8 or § 1.10 (1977).
In determining the appropriate action to
take, the Commission will consider all
protests filed, but a person who merely
files a protest does not become a party
to the proceeding. To become a party, or
to parlicipate in any hearing, a person
must file a pélition fo intervene in
accordance with the Commission's
Rules. Any protest or petition to
intervene must be filed on or before
October 24, 1979.

The Commission's address is: 825 N,
Capitol St., N.E,, Washinglon, D.C.
20426. The application is on file with the

Commission and is available for public
inspection.

Kenneth F. Plumb,

Secretary. .

{FR Doc. 79-28732 Filed 9-14-79: 845 am]

BILUNG COOE 8450-01-M

[Docket No. ES79-62) .

Gulf States Utilities Co.; Application

September 10, 1979.

Take notice that on August 30, 1979,
Gulf States Utilities Compnay
(Applicant) filed a request seeking
authorization pursuant to Section 204 of
the Federal Power Act to issue up to
4,000,000 shares of Common-Stock, with
an estimated market value of $52
million, via negotiated bidding.
Applicant is incorporated under the
laws of Texas with its principal
business office at Beaumont, Texas, and
is engaged in the electric utility business
in portions of Louisiana.and Texas.
Natural gas is purchased at wholesale
and distributed at retail in the City of
Baton Rouge, Louisiana and vicinity.

Any person desiring to be heard or to
make any protest with reference to said
application should on or before Gctober
1, 1979, file with the Federal Energy
Regulatory Commission, 825 North
Capitol Street, NE., Washington, D.C.
20426, petitions or protests in
accordance with the requirements of the
Commission's Rules of Practice and
Procedure (18 CFR 1.8 or 1.10). All
protésts filed with the Commission will
be considered by it in determining the
appropriate action to be taken but will
not serve to make the protestants
parties to the proceeding. Persons
wishing to become parties to 2
proceeding or to participate as a party in
any hearing therein must file petitions to
intervene in accordance with the
Commission’s rules. The application is
on file with the Commission and
available for public inspection.

Kenneth F. Plumb,

Secretary.

[FR Doc. 78-28733 Fited 0-13-72 845 am}
BILLING CODE 6450-01-M

[Docket No. ER79-632}

New England Power Co.; Filing

September 10, 1879.

The filing Company submits the
following: .

Take notice that New England Power
Company (NEP) on August 31, 1979
tendered for filing as an initial rate
schedule a Power Contract dated as of
November 1, 1979 between NEP and
Public Service Company of New
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Hampshu:e (PSNH}: SaidPower .-
Contract is proposed to be effectlve
November 1, 1979 apd provides- for the
sale by NEP and the purchase by PSNH
of varying amounts of capdcity.and
related energy during the period ..
November 1, 1979 thr.ough October 3T,
1986.

A copy of the filmg‘was senved sonr the
Regulatory Commissions of * - -
Mhssachusetts, Mainé' did’ New o
Hampshire, as well as,PSNH., - ’

-Any person desiring to be heard on to
protest said filing-should file.a petition.
to intervene or protest with the Federal
Energy Regulatory Commission, .
Washington, D.C..20426.in-accordance
with Sections 1.8.and 1.10 the
Commission’s. Rules of Practice and
Procedure. (18.CFR.1:8; 1.10).'All such. *
petitions or protests should.be filed on’
or before Oclober 2,1979. Protests wilk
, be considered by, the Commission.in .
determmmg,the appropriafe action to ke
taken, but-will not serye to make, ’
protestants parties tg the proceeding. -
Any person. wxshmg,to become a party
must:file a pefition to infervene: Copies
of this application are on file with the -
Commission and'are avallable for pubhc
inspection. ’ .

Kenneth F: Pliimb;

Secretary: | - -

|FR Doc. 78-26754" l-’ilcd‘9-14-79 8:45 am]; R
BILLING CODE 6450-01-M° : ’

{Docket Nos:. E-7777‘and.E-7796]° .+ |

Pacific Gas & Gas:Electric Co: and-
Pacific-Power & Light Co:; Extensuon'
.of Time

September? 1979: :

On Augnst. 29;,1979;. Commissiomr Staff
Counsel filed’a motior with:the.
Commissionirequesting‘amextension.of-
time forpanties: to respond tmthe
“Motion of the Southern California -
Edison CompanyforExtraordinary.
Relief” filed on August 20; 1979; in the ™
above-referenced proceeding. The:
motion states that additional time is.
needed because of Staff's involvement .
in other matters before the Commission.
The motion further states that counsel
for Edison has no ob)ectmn to-the
request. -

Upon consideration, notice'is-hereby
given that an extensiom of time is .
_ granted to-and-including: Septembex: 11,

" 1978, for the filing of answers in the |
above:-referenced proceedings. . . .. - -
Kenneth.E. Plumb,, > <o
Secretary.. B

[FR Doo. 78-20755 Filed 9-14378:.645 am| *

BILLING CODE:6450-01-M:

[Docket.No..ER79-633], ety

Sierra Pacific PowerCcr., F‘ﬂng‘

September.10, 1979.. P TEa o
The filing Company submlts the, e 1

" following: Cor

Take notice-that Slerr& Pamf' ¢ Power
Company (Sierra) on August-29; 1979"
tendered:for filing an agreement dated
July 12, 1979 between Sierra and the:

United:States of America, Depantment of ‘

Energy, Bonneville Pawer :
Administration (BPA).’ R
The.filing includes: '

Exhlbll A:BPA’s Wholesale Nonfirm Energy
Rate Schedule H-5

Exhibit B: BPA's General'Rnte -Schedule:

Provisions.
Exhibit C: A desmptxon* of: the point of
delivery .
Exhibit D: A description of the point of
interconnectiorn
Exfiibit E BPA’s General Wheeling’
Provisions: ) .
ExhibitF: Service ScheduleA .

»Any person-desiring; fo-be heard or to
protest said-filing should: file’ & petition’
to-intervene or protest with-the FERC,
825.North-CapitoliStreet; NE; ~ -':
Washington, DiC. 20428; in accordance*
with:Sections:1.8:and' T.10'ofi the ' *'*
Commission’s;Rules of Practice and
Procudure: (18 CFR.118:and:1.10)..All such
petitions or protests:should:be filed!om
or before-October. 2, 1979; Protests. will
be censidered by the: Commission in
determining;the appropriate action to-be
taken, but- will.not.serve to.make.
protestants.parties. to.the proceeding..
Any person.wishing to.become a party,

- must.file a petition.to intervene. Copies

of: this filing.are on,file with the
Commission and are. avaxlable, for pubhc
inspection.. ’ o,
Kennethc F. Plumby; . R
Secretary. T
[FR Dod. 79:28756 Fxled9-14r79' 845 amn '
BILLING CODE §450-01-M -

[Docket No: ER79-634; .

Sierra Pacific Power. Co., Fllmg)

September-10; 1979.. '
“Take notice that Sierra’Facific Power
Company: (Sierra) on Augnst 31, 1979
tendered:for filing a Third Addendun te
the- Agreement:dated’February 24,1971,

- between Sierra and Mount Wheeler
. Power,. Inc..(Mount)..Sierra-indicates.

that ther Addendum provides; dmorig
other things, forai dlfferenttcalculatmn
and apportionment off tnansmlssmm ‘and;
transformationlosses; modifies the: |
requirement that all! powerpurchased by
Mount be purchased at Maunt's system,

. load factor; provides fora means'to.,

calculate-payment for-emergency’ .- =~
assis\tgncgpowenandenengy.w-' e

Any person desiring toAbe heard.or to
protest gaid filing should file a pomion
to intervene or protest with the FERC
825 North Capitol Street, N.E.,
Washington, D.C. 20526, in accordauce;
with Sections 1.8 and .10:of the :

" Commission’s Rules of Practice und-.
Procedure (18 CFR 1.8 and 1.10); All such
petitions or protests should'be filedon:-
or before October 2, 1979 Protests
appropriate action.to be taken, but wilk
‘not serve to make protestants purties to
the proceeding. Any person wishing to
become a party must file with. the'
Commission and are available for public
inspection.

Kenneth F: Plumb,
Secretary.

{FR-Doc. 79-28757 Filed 9-14-79; 8:45.am]
BILLING CODE 6450-01-M

.
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